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PARTY notes 

Build second 
People’s 
Assembly 

A s the imperialist armies get a grip around the throat of Saddam 
Hussein’s regime, the anti-war movement needs to think, 
regroup and prepare for the next phase of Bush’s permanent 
war for a New American century. The ideal forum would be a 
second People’s Assembly for Peace. 

Our first Peoples’ Assembly for Peace on March 12 was a qualified 
success. Well over a thousand delegates came together to discuss the 
war and the way forward. Overwhelmingly they were working class, left 
activists and school student strikers. A declaration was passed by this 
anti-war parliament. For all its faults and limitations, it pointed beyond 
simply demonstrating what we are all against. It pointed to the need to 
organise around a political alternative to the war party in the quasi- 
democratic, cumbersome, unrepresentative and monarchist Westminster 
parliament. 

Unfortunately the Socialist Workers Party and Morning Star's 
Communist Party of Britain organisers spoke a lot about democracy but 
failed to fully practice it. Apart from agreeing to a silly motion originating 
from News Line's Revolutionary Workers Party calling for the TUC to 
stage the general strike, no other ideas were given a proper hearing. 
CPGB and Workers Power motions were mled out “because of time”. For 
the Morning Star's Andrew Murray, chair of the Stop the War Coalition, 
the main thing was giving a platform to Liberal Democrats and even 
Tories. 

The SWP wrongly views the People’s Assembly as a threat to the Stop 
the War Coalition. However, it is the SWP itself that has determinedly 
kept STWC as a single issue campaign. Attempts to widen its political 
remit have been consistently resisted and where necessary voted down. 

Yet the mass movement that came into existence against war in Iraq 
must not be allowed to simply wind down till the next US attempt at 
regime change somewhere else in the world. On our great demonstration 
of February 15 we represented the majority of the population in Britain, 
albeit a ‘soft’ anti-war majority. The outbreak of war on March 20 and the 
patriotic backlash has seen the likes of Charles Kennedy and his Liberal 
Democrats, the Mirror and others join the chauvinist ‘support our boys’ 
choms of the war party. We are now a minority - albeit a significant one. 
Tony Benn pointed out that the March 22 demonstration was the largest 
anti-war mobilisation during a war in British history. 

We must now fight to re win an anti-war majority, but on wider politics. 
On the politics of consistent democracy at home and abroad. On the 
politics of anti-imperialism and support for national self-determination for 
the peoples of Iraq. 

A second People’s Assembly - beginning with local assemblies - could 
provide a vital forum for this necessary political development to be 
debated and agreed. This sentiment is echoed by George Galloway, the 
maverick Labour MP and prominent anti-war leader. He has called for 
another assembly. It must, he says, be “bigger and more representative”. 
Having the last one on a weekday was a “tactical error”. But the People’s 
Assembly idea is an “alternative model of democracy that we should 
develop” • 

Marcus Strom 



CMimiHstflQ 

University Uu 

The CPGB’s annual school will be debating a 
whole range of issues to do with the Iraq war 
including: 

• new American century and the myth of post-imperialism 

• the aftermath of the US-UK conquest 

• rogue states and why they were invented 

• fighting for defeat: Leninism and war 

• Socialist Alliance and Iraq: did 
it meet the test? 

August 3-10 2003, 

London 

Places are limited. Reserve your 
place now by sending a cheque f< 

£20 to the CPGB address. 

full week (self-catering accomodation): 

£130/£85 unwaged 

first weekend (incl. one night’s accomodation): 

£30/£20 

one day (sessions only): £15/£8, one session: £6/ 

£3 
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LETTERS 



Letters may have been 
shortened because of space. 
Some names may have been 
changed 


Stateside focus 

In his letter to the Weekly Worker (April 
3), Timothy Lauby refers to Americans 
as “stupid”. I think this oversimplifies the 
matter. 

People in the US have been fed a 
steady diet of propaganda about the 
Middle East and about US motivations 
in this conflict. In fact, the selling of this 
“War Against Terror” is perhaps one of 
the most successful jobs of political 
propaganda since the Reichstag fire. 

Today, almost 50% of Americans think 
that Saddam Hussein was responsible 
for the September 11 attack and that the 
Iraqi regime has direct ties to Osama bin 
Laden’s terror network. The Bush admin¬ 
istration has pushed these lies on us, and 
the media (Fox News, CNN, etc) have 
failed to report the tmth. 

The “support our troops” message is 
being aggressively sold by rightwing 
corporations and the media. The bulk of 
the US armed forces is drawn from the 
working class. These are our sons and 
daughters. So the media machine kicks 
into high gear telling us that protesters 
are mostly students (read privileged) or 
unpatriotic and, most of all, “against the 
troops”. 

The anti-war movement has to make a 
reply that’s strong and clear: “Bring them 
home nowl" The Bush regime’s claim to 
support the troops is in itself ludicrous. 
They are trying to cut benefits for veter¬ 
ans while attempting to cut taxes for the 
very rich. 

While I agree that the defeat of imperi¬ 
alist forces is preferable to their victory, 
this slogan is one that is difficult to raise 
in the US. It would cut across efforts to 
build a broad anti-war movement. I be¬ 
lieve that the superior firepower of the US 
and its mercenary forces will mean vic¬ 
tory in the short mn. It is the peace that 
will be difficult to win. 

The US and its allies are faced with the 
task of occupying a hostile territory sur¬ 
rounded by hostile countries. The fact 
that all of these troops have been fed 
media images of Arabs as inferior, sav¬ 
ages, and terrorists will mean that the 
occupation forces will be incapable of 
dealing with everyday Iraqis as humans. 
Look at the way Arabs and muslims are 
portrayed in movies and on television. 

The US is walking into its own West 
Bank. The other thing to consider when 
talking about the US is the relative 
strength of the anti-war movement. The 
movement did not lose as much ground 
as I expected it to in the beginning days 
of the war. I have seen opinion polls that 
say as many as 30% remain opposed to 
this war. The groups organised on cam¬ 
pus, in the African American community 
and in the labor movement have contin¬ 
ued to organise. I think it is only right to 
expect some downturn in the size of dem¬ 
onstrations, but I think the real good 
news is the size and vitality of an anti¬ 
imperialist pole in the movement. 

Another strength is the growth of the 
Palestine Solidarity movement. Many 
activists are drawing the connections 
between US policy in Iraq and the Israeli 
occupation of Palestine. Last weekend 
we had a march of almost 5,000 in Phila¬ 
delphia in a freezing rainstorm. This march 
had a lot of spirit and made its way 
quickly from the river’s edge to the Lib¬ 
erty Bell. The Free Palestine bloc brought 
up the rear of the march and was easily 
amongst the strongest contingents. 

Jim Higgins 
Philadelphia, PA 

British party 

The article ‘The anti-fascism of fools’ 
(April 3) hinted at the “material roots” of 
the British National Party’s support, with¬ 
out going into much detail. 

There are a number of reasons for the 


BNP’s recent modest successes and in¬ 
creased support. One reason is this: the 
far-right stopped talking about ‘biology’ 
and started talking about ‘culture’. Now 
I know the BNP still sells pseudo-scien¬ 
tific booklets about IQ and ‘race’, but its 
more public propaganda really has 
changed in its emphasis. 

It is, after all, far more ‘mainstream’ and 
contemporary to talk about cultural dif¬ 
ferences and the ‘clash of civilisations’. 
Mentioning genetics looks a bit too ob¬ 
viously Nazi and ever-so 1930s. 

It is the flawed notion of ‘national’ 
identity that needs to be deconstructed 
and contested. Take apart the notion of 
‘Britishness’ and the ‘British’National 
Party’s reason for existence fades away. 
Graeme Kemp 
email 

Silliness 

With reference to the article ‘Which side 
are you on?’ (April 3). 

When it becomes clear that Bush’s 
intent is not world domination, please 
think back to this inane column and try 
to restrain yourself writing such silliness 
in the future. 

Of course he looks out for US interests 
abroad, that is in a leader’s job descrip¬ 
tion, is it not? The left saying that the US 
is entering a new era of colonialism is 
absurd and pointedly shows why such 
tired old rhetoric is ignored by society. 
The left had its shot last century, let us 
get on with improving the world without 
discredited ideology. 

Michael Johnson 
email 

Fallacious 

In your anti-war round-up (April 3), we 
had James Frazer quoting a Socialist 
Workers Party speaker recommending A1 
Jazeera over the BBC. 

Is not it way over the top to conclude 
“Such advice speaks volumes for the 
SWP’s substitutionism and reveals a dis¬ 
tinct lack of ambition”? 

Come off it! This was the first time I’ve 
read your website. It would be more use¬ 
ful without such fallacious logic. Thanks. 
Julian Lewis 
email 

Walking away 

I do not agree with the recent front page 
headlines: “Rather defeat for US-UK 
forces than their victory; “Victory to the 
peoples of Iraq”; and “No support for 
imperialist troops”. 

Such headlines make Weekly Worker 
unsaleable. I have cancelled my stand¬ 
ing order. 

JohnSmithee 

Cambridgeshire 

Appeasement 

Why are most left, green and progres¬ 
sive activists backing the anti-war 
movement’s simplistic demand, ‘Don’t 
attack Iraq’? The victims of Saddam 
Hussein’s neo-fascist regime are crying 
out for weapons to defend themselves. 
They want to overthrow his dictatorship. 
Why is the anti-war movement ignoring 
their cries? 

The US and UK invasion of Iraq 
should, of course, be opposed. It is a 
mercenary neo-imperial attempt to create 
a pro-western client state in the Middle 
East - and grab Iraq’s oil. But opposing 
allied aggression is no justification for 
parroting the feeble plea to ‘Stop the 
War’. This is tantamount to appeasement. 

The progressive movement has not al¬ 
ways shown such moral cowardice. 
Faced with tyrants like Saddam, it has 
previously backed armed insurrections 
by socialists and democrats. We backed 
the struggles of the partisans in Nazi- 
occupied Europe, the Sandinistas in 
Nicaragua, the ANC in South Africa, and 
Fretilin in East Timor. 


Should not we also be demanding arms 
for the Iraqi resistance, so the Iraqi peo¬ 
ple (rather than the forces of revived im¬ 
perialism) can depose the Butcher of 
Baghdad? Why are not left-wingers and 
peace campaigners challenging Sadd¬ 
am’s despotism and human rights 
abuses, instead of capitulating to his 
murderous regime? 

The failure of progressives to offer an 
alternative strategy to western invasion 
is a betrayal of Iraqis struggling for so¬ 
cialism, democracy and human rights. It 
has enabled George Bush and Tony Blair 
to boost public support for their attack 
on Iraq by claiming “there is no alterna¬ 
tive”. They keep saying that invasion is 
the only way to bring down Saddam, and 
many people fall for this deception - partly 
because the anti-war movement has 
failed to offer an alternative. When asked 
what they would do about Saddam, anti¬ 
war activists have no answer. But there 
is an alternative: arm the Iraqi opposition. 

War is ghastly, even revolutionary war 
inspired by noble ideals of liberty 
and justice. But faced with a ruthless dic¬ 
tatorship like Saddam’s - where the pos¬ 
sibility of peaceful, democratic change is 
non-existent - armed insurrection is, re¬ 
grettably, the only serious option. We 
cannot, in all conscience, sit back and do 
nothing to help the Iraqi people win their 
freedom. They need weapons, not sym¬ 
pathy. 

Prior to the start of the war, opinion 
polls showed a majority of people in the 
US and Europe against invasion. But a 
majority also want Saddam overthrown. 
They recognise there can be no tolera¬ 
tion of a tyrant who murders and maims 
his people. These seemingly contradic¬ 
tory strands of public opinion could be 
reconciled by a strategy of empowering 
the Iraqi opposition to topple the Ba’ath- 
ist regime. 

In the mn-up to war, why did not pro¬ 
gressives attempt to create a popular 
movement to demand the US, Britain and 
the rest of Europe provide military aid to 
the anti-Saddam forces inside Iraq - the 
Kurds, Shias, communists and others? 
Whatever happened to internationalism? 
Why did we not pursue a policy of help¬ 
ing the Iraqi people achieve their own 
home-made anti-fascist revolution? 

Even now, despite the war having be¬ 
gun, the anti-war movement could be 
calling for US and UK troops to be pulled 
back to Kuwait, and be replaced by mili¬ 
tary aid to the Iraqi resistance, along the 
lines of the aid given by Russia and 
China to Vietnam. If the Vietnamese can 
defeat the mightiest military power in his¬ 
tory then, surely, with a little international 
military aid, the Iraqi people can defeat 
Saddam? 

The Kurds have 80,000 troops, and 
the Shias 15,000. The Iraqi Communist 
Party (now a democratic left party like the 
Italian communists) has thousands of 
underground members - many with guer¬ 
rilla experience from previous attempted 
uprisings against Saddam. All these in¬ 
digenous forces of dissent are desper¬ 
ate to take on Saddam. But they need 
more training and better weapons: tanks, 
helicopter gun-ships, mines, heavy artil¬ 
lery and anti-tank and anti-aircraft mis¬ 
siles. The west sold Saddam many of the 
weapons he uses to murder his own peo¬ 
ple. Isn’t it now time we redressed the bal¬ 
ance by arming his victims so they can 
fight back and overthrow his dictator¬ 
ship? 

Arming the Iraqi resistance to end 
Saddam’s rule is a viable strategy that 
could work. Equipped with the latest 
weaponry, free Iraqi guerrilla armies could 
be assembled in the northern and south¬ 
ern no-fly zones, where Saddam’s air 
force cannot penetrate. From these safe- 
havens, the Kurds in the north and the 
Shias in the south could launch military 
strikes and take most of the mral areas 
and small towns with relative ease. This 
would create large liberated areas around 
the major cities, freeing millions of Iraqis 
from Saddam’s control and bringing tens 
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of thousands of new recruits into the 
ranks of the free Iraqi forces. 

The liberation of most of Iraq would 
leave Saddam holed up in the capital - iso¬ 
lated, surrounded and doomed. With his 
aura of invincibility shattered, mass de¬ 
fections by his troops would follow and 
the civilian population would be embold¬ 
ened to open revolt. 

Modelled on the ‘people power’ revo¬ 
lutions that brought down the dictator¬ 
ships in Romania and Czechoslovakia in 
the 1980s, a civilian rebellion by the Iraqi 
people could work in tandem with a guer¬ 
rilla uprising. Together, they would seri¬ 
ously undermine Saddam’s ability to 
govern, weakening his authority and 
strengthening public confidence that he 
can be overthrown. This resistance 
could include workplace go-slows, mass 
sick leaves, industrial and military sabo¬ 
tage, and the non-payment of rents and 
taxes. These tactics were used with some 
success by the Danes to frustrate the 
Nazi war effort, by the Indian independ¬ 
ence movement against British colonial 
rule, and by black South Africans to 
destablise apartheid and render it unsus¬ 
tainable. 

An internally-based civilian and mili¬ 
tary uprising could get rid of Saddam, 
without the need for a western invasion. 
It would also avoid provoking the cur¬ 
rent anti-US and anti-UK nationalist back¬ 
lash. Most Iraqis hate Saddam, but they 
also hate the idea of their country being 
invaded and occupied by foreigners. 
The allied bombing of civilians, and the 
harsh counter-insurgency measures be¬ 
ing used by American and British troops, 
are bolstering support for Saddam and 
weakening the democratic and socialist 
opposition. This is bad news for progres¬ 
sives everywhere, but especially inside 
Iraq. 

Home-grown regime change by Iraqis 
and for Iraqis is the key to democracy, 
human rights, self-determination and re¬ 
gional peace. Why have the left, green 
and progressive movements allowed 
Bush and Blair to get away with the false 
claim that invasion was the only option? 
Peter Tatchell 
London 

Into the trees 

Some of the confusion against wanting 
an imperialist defeat in Iraq could disap¬ 
pear if the long-term historical reality illu¬ 
minating the situation was better 
grasped, leading to a more precise de¬ 
scription of what is needed for civilisa¬ 
tion’s further progress. 

Jack Conrad’s ‘Party Notes’ (April 3) 
still claimed to “prefer victory for the ex¬ 
isting Iraq state to victory by the US-UK 
coalition”, causing one Trot critic to hap¬ 
pily conclude that “military support” for 
the Saddam regime was at last being con¬ 
ceded, a chaotic anti-Leninist political 
confusion. 

The whole notion of ‘preference’ 
needs abandoning as historically mis¬ 
leading and philosophically muddled in 
order to make it clear that fostering any 
confidence at all in Ba’athism would be 
a backward step for international anti¬ 
imperialist understanding, as well as a 
potentially catastrophic delusion. 

Approaching the nastiest warmonger¬ 
ing contradictions ever posed by impe¬ 
rialist-system economic crisis, the defeat 
of the west’s world domination is the 
utterly vital necesity for all mankind, 
dwarfing all other considerations. 

Pedants who argue that defeat for the 
US-UK coalition “necessarily implies” 
calling for a victory for Saddam, or at least 
an expression of political/military “sup¬ 
port” for Saddism, are missing the wood 
because of all the trees around. 

Joe Harper 
Manchester 

Advice 

The Scottish Socialist Party has to be 
very cold and calculating about raising 
our vote in the Holyrood elections in 
May. 

That does not mean looking forward 


to dead Iraqi women and children, nor cel¬ 
ebrating as British or US troops are 
brought home in body bags (words the 
mass media, and all the other political 
parties, tried to put in our mouths last 
week, based on an off-the-cuff remark 
made by our press officer, Hugh Kerr). 
But it does mean we need to identify a 
cutting edge, anything and everything 
that makes us distinctive, distinctively at¬ 
tractive, to our natural constituency. And 
we need to identify, and then deal with, 
each and every issue that will make them 
turn away from us, including issues re¬ 
lated to this war. 

According to one current affairs pro¬ 
gramme pundit on Sunday, the Scottish 
National Party leader suffers badly in 
comparison with Tommy Sheridan in 
terms of perceived honesty and trust. 
And these factors rate third in priority for 
most voters. There are many reasons 
Tommy scores highly here. 

Leaving aside personal charisma and 
powerful rhetoric, he is clearly trusted 
because of his being prepared to go to 
jail for his principles. That wins kudos, 
as does his commitment to standing as a 
workers’ MP on a workers’ wage. Our 
party election broadcast (April 6) was 
right to address the question of Tommy 
giving half his salary back to the party. 
As our members gain access to radio call- 
in programmes, and get to speak from the 
studio audience on the telly, they need 
to remind voters that this is no personal 
quirk of our national convenor: we must 
stress that all our candidates are equally 
principled. 

They also need to explain why our party 
has adopted this policy: not primarily to 
bolster party coffers; we do it because 
we insist on keeping our elected repre¬ 
sentatives in touch with the lifestyle of 
those they represent. The more we em¬ 
phasise this point, the more problems we 
create for the SNP candidates, whose 
commitment to tax cuts for big business 
is not at all unrelated to their refusal to 
live on the average wage of skilled work¬ 
ers. 

Although we cannot tailor our anti-war 
principles to the shifting mood within 
society at large, we should draw all the 
arguments about this war together in a 
manner that will maximise our popular 
support and, thereby, our vote on May 
Day. There are very many workers who 
will have intended to vote for us a month 
or two ago but who will, for a variety of 
reasons, be having second thoughts. 
They will probably be counted among 


the quite astonishing figures of 47% 
who remain undecided on how to cast 
their first vote, and 62% undecided on 
what to do about their second vote. They 
will be confused by the pictures broad¬ 
cast to their TV screens from Iraq. 

Even if they remain unconvinced by 
the pro-war arguments, they will wonder 
why it is (if opinion polls are accurate) 
that opposition to the war has melted 
away so spectacularly, especially in such 
a short period of time. Although less so 
than in the United States, many will be 
keeping their heads down, frightened of 
appearing isolated in their workplaces, 
colleges etc. What they may not under¬ 
stand is that as they allow themselves to 
be too intimidated to put the anti-war 
case, whenever debate takes place all 
around them, they will be playing a role 
in a vicious circle. Inevitably opposition 
to the war will dry up, as fewer and fewer 
people are willing to put their heads 
above the parapet, since only the pro¬ 
war case will get a hearing away from the 
TV screens. And this will be reflected in 
opinion polls. And these, in turn, will be 
exploited by the pro-war media to justify 
denying vocal opponents of the war 
access to the airwaves. As the mass 
media portray the war as having quick 
successes, some people who would have 
been proud to be identified as anti-war 
protestors in general, and SSP voters in 
particular, might even convince them¬ 
selves that they never intended to vote 
for us in the first place. Can we win them 
back? Some of them, yes. 

And we need to adopt a tone of un¬ 
derstanding towards workers who have 
lost their nerve, who are now confused 
in the light of the seeming military suc¬ 
cesses of US and British troops, and of 
their apparently being welcomed as lib¬ 
erators. We need to be very patient when 
we explain why we will be proven right, 
even if not in time for the Scottish elec¬ 
tions. But we need to adopt a very differ¬ 
ent tone when dealing with some of our 
erstwhile allies. Only a tone of sharp con¬ 
demnation will suffice when we turn our 
attention to those so-called leaders of 
the anti-war movement who have be¬ 
trayed us. John Swinney of the SNP must 
be exposed as having opportunistically 
ridden the wave of the anti-war move¬ 
ment when the tide was high, and then 
abandoned ship when the going got 
tough, finally to take pot shots at our 
leaky vessel. 

Tom Delargy 
Workers Unity Platform 


Fighting fund 

Barely begun 


After last month’s magnificent effort 
April is looking a bit thin. We started 
with £25 and a week later that has only 
crept up by £37. In other words for 
the moment our £500 fighting fund is 
in a rather sorry state. Nevertheless 
thanks are due where thanks are due. 
Comrade LR from London sent in £10 
as did AS of Waterford. From GS in 
Burnley came £5. The balance came 
from donations received at CPGB fo¬ 
rums. 

Meeting our monthly target is vi¬ 
tal. The paper relies on this extra in¬ 
come to cover numerous items of 
expenditure. And, of course, in this 
period of heightened political activ¬ 
ity those costs have not gone down. 
In fact they have gone up. A lot. 

Sales of the print version of the 
Weekly Worker have recorded a gen¬ 
erally steady increase over the dura¬ 
tion of the war. At national demonstra¬ 
tions additional sales have been in the 
many hundreds and approaching the 
thousand mark. For example on 
March 22 CPGB members and sup¬ 
porters notched up a total sale of 


nearly 900 papers (swaps with sellers 
of other papers included). 

Extra costs have been incurred 
sending out readers-into-sellers bun¬ 
dles on an impressive scale, and we 
have been building up tmly massive 
phone bills. So your support is essen¬ 
tial. The fund must once again finish 
in the black. 

Incidentally, for those who are in¬ 
terested in Weekly Worker circulation 
statistics - and I know many are - by 
the midnight of April 9 7,540 indi¬ 
vidual sessions for the last issue were 
recorded. Taken together with what 
has to be an estimate for the print ver¬ 
sion, that takes total readership to just 
under 10,000. Compared with much of 
the left press, a very impressive fig¬ 
ure. But not one that satisfies us. A 
huge new audience has come into ex¬ 
istence and we have barely begun to 
win readers amongst them • 

Robbie Rix 


Ask for a bankers order form, or 
send cheques, payable to 
Weekly Worker 


ACTION 


CPGB anti-war forums 


London Every Sunday, 5pm, Diorama Arts Centre, 34 Osnaburgh Street (near¬ 
est tubes - Great Portland Street, Regents Park). 

Sunday April 13: ‘After Saddam - the main enemy is neo-colonialism’. 
Sunday April 20: ‘The new US imperialism’. 

Guildford Every Wednesday, 7.30pm, Lecture Hall, Guildford Institute, Ward 
Street. 

Wednesday April 16: ‘After Saddam- the main enemy is neo-colonialism’. 
Wednesday April 23: ‘The new US imperialism’. 

Cardiff Every Thursday, 7.30pm, Clwb Ivor Bach, Womanby Street, Cardiff 
(5 minutes walk from central station). 

Thursday April 24: ‘The new US imperialism’. 

Manchester ‘For people’s assemblies’ - Monday April 14,7pm, Friends Meet¬ 
ing House, Mount Street, Manchester (behind Central Library). 


Anti-war events 


Friday April 11 

Public meetings: Egyptian MP Hameed Sabahy, organiser of the Cairo anti¬ 
war protests speaks alongside George Galloway MP at two meetings: 6pm, 
Notting Hill Methodist Church, 240 Lancaster Road (near Ladbroke Grove 
tube), and 7.30pm, Bloomsbury Baptist Church, Shaftesbury Avenue, Lon¬ 
don (Tottenham Court Road tube). 

Saturday April 12 

National demonstration: Assemble 12 noon at two meeting points: Start 
A - (for people coming from the South and S London), assembles York Road, 
Waterloo SE1 (nearest tube Waterloo). Start B - (for the North and N London), 
assembles Victoria Street (nearest tubes Victoria and St James Park). Both 
marches will march past Parliament, unite at Parliament Square and march to 
Hyde Park. Details of coaches on www.stopwar.org.uk. 

Saturday, April 19 

School students from London discuss how to set up a network of school 
activists in the capital to coordinate activities against any future wars, with a 
potential student strike on May 1. Assemble 1pm on Houghton St, WC2 near 
Holbom and Temple tubes (see map on http://uk.indymedia.org/local/webcast/ 
uploads/metafiles/mapmeet.gif) Email schoolaction@london.com for details. 

Tuesday April 22 

The Really Big Blockade: Faslane nuclear base, on the Clyde, 7am. Details 
from Scottish CND on 0141423 1222. 

Protest against anti-war arrests 

Hundreds of anti-war activists have been arrested. Demand their release and 
write to: Embassy of the Arab Republic of Egypt, 3521 International Court, 
N.W. Washington, D.C. 20008. Email: embassy@egyptembdc.org. 
General Habib al-’Adeli, Minister of the Interior, Ministry of the Interior, Al- 
Sheikh Rihan Street, Bab al-Louk, Cairo, Egypt. Email: moi2@idsc.gov.eg. 
His Excellency Mohammad Hosni Mubarak, President of the Arab Republic 
of Egypt, Abedine Palace, Cairo, Egypt. Email: webmaster @presidency.gov.eg. 

Student action meeting 

Every Tuesday, from 4.30pm to 6.00pm, University of London Union, Malet 
Street WC1. All school, university and college students welcome. Organised 
by various student groups. Contact: Oscar (Essex) 07813 940104, 
peace@essex.ac.uk; Soraya (Kings) 07791263406; Joe (Oxford) 07952 767339. 

Jeremy Hardy film 

‘Jeremy Hardy v The Israeli Army’, a dark comedy by Leila Sansour, presented 
by the Palestinian ambassador Mr Afif Safieh. Question and answer session 
with Jeremy Hardy and Leila Sansour after screening. Wednesday April 23 
and Thursday April 24,8pm, The Bloomsbury Theatre, UCL, 15 Gordon Street, 
London. Tickets £6.50. Box Office: 020 7388 8822. 

Anti-racist march 

Manchester anti-racist day - march against the Nazi BNP, Saturday April 26, 
10.30am, Castlefield Basin, Liverpool Road. Called by Unison. Rally and mu¬ 
sic, 12 noon onwards, Albert Square. Concert in Apollo, 7pm onwards, with 
Chumbawamba, Alabama 3 and others. More details from www.anl.org.uk or 
www.northemandus.org 

Love Music Hate Racism gig 

Sunday April 27, Burnley Mechanics, 3pm-11pm, with Basement Jaxx, Tim 
Westwood, Heartless Crew and others. 

Socialist Alliance annual conference 

Saturday May 10, 10am to 5pm, Islington Green School, London. For details 
phone 020 7791 3138 or go to www.socialistalliance.net. 

Free Palestine national rally 

Saturday 17 May, 1.30pm, Trafalgar Square, London. Called by the Palestine 
Solidarity Campaign. 

Party wills 

The CPGB has forms available for you to include the Party and the struggle for 
communism in your will. Write for details. 

RDG 

To contact the Revolutionary Democratic Group email rdgroup@yahoo.com. 

www.cpgb.oig.uk/action 






4 


weeny- 

April 102003 475WQHkef 


ORGANISING 

Around the web 

Beyond the 
fog of war 


M ark Steel, writing in The 
Guardian (April 3) 
lampoons the labelling 
of coalition propaganda fed into 
the capitalist media as “news”. In 
particular he attacks the disin¬ 
genuous squirming of militavy 
spin-doctors over the killing of 55 
civilians at a Baghdad market as 
a particularly disgusting example 
of the “24 hour rolling cack” 
currently assaulting our senses. It 
is therefore imperative that anti¬ 
war activists seek out alternate 
news sources to the barrage of 
lies and half-truths passing for 
“facts” about the current imperi¬ 
alist adventure. 

Other than the UK Indymedia 
site ( Weekly Worker March 20), 
www.electroniciraq.net is a 
frequently updated antidote to 
the mainstream news. This site 
gives itself over to opening the 
cracks in the capitalist media by 
collating a series of critical 
reports and editorials culled from 
the bourgeois press. To give an 
idea of how wide ranging the 
sources are, on April 7 the site 
was cariying pieces from The 
Independent , Christian Science 
Monitor , and Ha’aretz for 
example. Other reports courtesy 
of the United Nations and 
assorted non-governmental 
ovganisations (focusing primarily 
on aid/humanitarian issues) are 
mixed in with pieces written 
especially for the site. Elsewhere 
the website provides mission 
statements on the e-iraq project, 
press mentions, announcements 
on global anti-war actions and 
plans, and a mainstream news 
feed from different sources. 

Media Workers Against the 
War site (www.mwaw.org) is of a 
fairly similar character. The 
advantage it has over e-iraq is its 
wider purview, looking at other 
“fronts” of the so-called “war on 
terror”. For instance, North Korea 
and Palestine. Billed on site as 
‘the best global source on the 
web for anti-war news, views and 
updates on the international 
peace movement”, MWAW 
deserves book marking by all 
progressives. 

Perhaps one of the most 
unlikely sources of information 
has been Venik’s Aviation 
(www.aeronautics.ru), an English 
language Russian site dealing 
with aerospace related informa¬ 
tion. But what has catapulted it 
into the premier league of 
alternative news sites has been a 
series of translated Russian 
militavy intelligence reports. 
These translated reports have 
their source in the Russian Main 
Intelligence Directorate (GRU). 
Having the full array of Russia’s 
military surveillance equipment 


at its disposal, from agents in the 
field to radio intercepts and spy 
satellites, and with the near 
complete absence of military 
information from the west’s 
media output, this site is probably 
the only place in the world where 
one can form an idea of the real 
militavy situation on the ground. 

To use an example regarding 
the recent battle for Saddam/ 
Baghdad International Airport, 
the two reports for April 6 talk 
about the serious problems US 
forces encountered and provide 
definite figures of killed, 
wounded, and missing for both 
sides. Compare this to the vague 
references littering an April 4 
BBC online report - the actual 
battle itself warrants no mention, 
preferring instead to discuss the 
strategic value of the installation. 
Of course these intelligence 
reports should not be viewed 
uncritically, but without having to 
put either an Iraqi or coalition 
spin on things, chances are that 
their accuracy is greater than the 
bilge constituting mainstream war 
coverage. 

As an alternative news source, 
the Qatar-based Al Jazeera 
station (www.engHsh.aljazeera.- 
net) certainly made a name for 
itself in the preceding Afghani¬ 
stan conflict that’s not to evevy- 
one’s liking. Placing the name in a 
search engine will turn up a 
dozen or so reports on the 
attempts by US based hackers to 
shut the site down. Indeed when 
visiting the site it is plain to see 
that it is a temporavy hosting, but 
this has not appeared to affect 
the breadth of content or regular¬ 
ity of updates. 

What was refreshing about 
scanning some of the featured 
pieces was an absence of the 
monotone “impartiality” charac¬ 
teristic of western coverage. 
Overall there is a bias toward the 
Arab public, giving over consider 
able space to the civilians on the 
receiving end of the US-UK 
onslaught. Particularly harrowing 
are the articles dealing with the 
crisis situation in medicine- 
starved hospitals - the photo¬ 
graphs of the mutilated victims of 
“our boys” pull no punches. It is 
not hard to see why Al Jazeera is 
both a thorn in the side of 
coalition media managers and 
becoming an increasingly 
valuable source of information 
for the Arab masses. 

In the absence of an explicitly 
pro-working class and communist 
global media outlet, critical use 
of these sources can help build 
up an idea of what is really going 
on behind the coalition-abetted 
fog of war • 

Phil Hamilton 



Anti-war 

What to do 



Protest and organise 


Although it looks as if this particular war 
might be over soon, our struggle is far 
from over. George W Bush and his friends 
in the reactionary Project for the New 
American Century have been frighten¬ 
ingly open about their plans to 
sort out other ‘rogue' 
states around the 
world: Iran, North 
Korea, Cuba, 

Syria ... the list 
of countries 
who still dare 
to disobey 
American or¬ 
ders is long. 

So now is 
not the time to 
get frustrated 
that our efforts 1 
seem to have been 
in vain. We will lose 
battle after battle - until 
we win the last, decisive one. 

The anti-war movement has already 
shown what it is capable of. Two million 
people on the streets of London is un¬ 
precedented. We must build on these 
foundations and move to a higher or¬ 
ganisational stage. 


07951235915 or0207053 2153. Make suie 
you take copies of the Weekly Worker. 

Send weekly reports 

We want to feature local anti-war activi¬ 
ties - send brief reports to 
weeklyworker@cpgb.org.uk 
or fax 020 89619193. Two 
hundred or so words 
will do. 


^\v 


mm 


Order extra 
papers 

Do not go to any 
rally, meeting or 
demonstration 
without extra cop¬ 
ies of the Weekly 
Worker. Write, email 
or phone for packs of 
5, 10, 15, 20 or more. 
r Send us the money for 
what you sell every month. 
Left over papers should be given 
away to promising contacts. They will 
give you a donation later if they like the 
contents. If we already send you a bulk 
order, now is still the time for an increase. 

Organise street stalls 




Get involved 

Join your local anti-war group - check out 
www.stopwar.org.uk for the nearest one 
or phone the Stop the War Coalition on 


Party centre has posters, leaflets, 
badges, stickers, pamphlets and of 
course the Weekly Worker to stock you 
up. Just set up something like a decora¬ 
tor’s table in the town centre or wherever, 


stick CPGB posters around it and you are 
ready. Use petitions to engage people. 
Sell the Weekly Worker , recmit to the Stop 
the War Coalition and note the names 
and addresses of useful contacts. Get a 
‘campaign pack’ - 020 8965 0659. You can 
download a range of CPGB leaflets from 
our website http://www.cpgb.org.uk/re- 
sources/index.html. 

Attend CPGB anti-war 
forums 

There are regular meetings in many ar¬ 
eas, including Wales and Scotland. Email 
us at antiwar@cpgb.org.uk for details of 
the nearest one to you. 

Sign up to Communist 
University2003 

The annual school of the CPGB over Au¬ 
gust 3-10 will discuss a number of impor¬ 
tant aspects relating to the war: the age 
of the new American imperialism; rogue 
states and the corrupt United Nations; 
the role of school students in the anti¬ 
war movement; the need for a new work¬ 
ers party; etc. 

August 3-10, in central London. Send a 
cheque for £20 to the CPGB address to 
reserve your place. 

Join the communists! 

Contact the Party office by phone or 
email, or complete the on-line form • 
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Labour’s Scottish rebel 


D undee East constituency of the 
Scottish Socialist Party has with¬ 
drawn its candidate, Harvey Duke, 
from the Scottish parliamentary elec¬ 
tions on May 1. Party members and support¬ 
ers will be urged instead to offer “critical” 
support for the sitting Labour MSP, John 
McAllion. The hope is that his voters will use 
their second vote for the SSP’s list candidate. 
It is a gamble. But the SSP believes it will help 
it achieve 10% in the polls. Under the partial 
proportional representation system of voting 
this could mean the return of as many as seven 
more SSP MSPs to work alongside Tommy 
Sheridan in the Edinburgh parliament. 

The decision to withdraw from the election 
shocked many Dundee East members. They 
first heard the news at the branch meeting on 
March 2. Only five days before the declara¬ 
tion of candidates deadline. 

An emergency debate followed the an¬ 
nouncement. Though there was a vote of eight 
to five to contest the election, not all of the 
membership had been informed. A further 
meeting was called. There existed some con¬ 
cern that comrade Duke - a leading member of 
the Committee for a Workers’ International - 
had not declared his position earlier. Appar¬ 
ently he approached McAllion 10 days prior 
to the branch meeting. He did not first inform 
those who had selected him. 

All that was clear at this stage was that com¬ 
rade Duke felt that his withdrawal as a candi¬ 
date would give the sitting MSP, a popular 
leftwinger and campaigner, a stronger chance 
of retaining his seat. Feelings ran high. There 
was even talk of resignation. Hardly the mood 
to begin a campaign for what could be a ma¬ 
jor political breakthrough for socialists in Scot¬ 
land. 

Five more members from the Dundee East 
constituency, as well as representatives from 
the other two local branches, attended the 
decisive meeting. This was one day before the 
declaration deadline. Comrades were faced 
with two options: support the withdrawal or 
select another candidate. 

SSP North East organiser, Duncan Rowan, 
opened with an account of ‘secret’ negotia¬ 
tions that had taken place in November 2002 
with Tommy Sheridan (SSP national con¬ 
venor), Alan McCombes (editor, Scottish 
Socialist Voice) and John McAllion. Because 
of McAllion’s anti-war credentials, his sup¬ 
port for the firefighters and his support for 
Tommy Sheridan in the Scottish parliament, 
comrades Sheridan and McCombes had at¬ 
tempted to persuade him again to join the SSP. 
It would appear at this stage McAllion was 
willing ... but not yet. By February he had 
agreed to join, and an announcement was 
planned at the SSP conference. 

The major stumbling block for McAllion 
had been the SSP’s “long term goal to create 
an independent socialist Scottish republic” 
(SSP manifesto). This he now accepted along 
with the SSP’s six fast track pledges: abolition 
of the council tax, provision of free school 
meals for all state school pupils, a £7.32 mini¬ 
mum wage for all public sector workers, a 35 
hour maximum working week across the pub¬ 
lic sector, an end to PEI and private profiteer¬ 
ing in public services and opposition to the 
war on Iraq. 

Just as the SSP leadership thought they had 
brought off a major political coup, he backed 
down. McAllion felt he would be deserting 
friends and connections in the Labour Party. 
Comrade Rowan explained that, because of 
the sensitive nature of the ongoing negotia¬ 
tions, the SSP leadership had insisted - un¬ 
derstandably - on total secrecy. Full discus¬ 
sion within the party was not possible. 

Comrade Duke explained his position in 
terms of the implications for the working class 
throughout Dundee if the SSP were to oppose 
McAllion. It could result in a victory for the 
Scottish National Party, whose “Ginny come 
lately”, “not without UN backing” support for 
the anti-war movement is anathema to social¬ 
ists. Despite his reluctance to break from New 
Labour, McAllion’s record at the Scottish 
parliament indicated he had a closer affinity 
to SSP policies than New Labour’s. 


McAllion has consistently defied the offi¬ 
cial Labour line. He has been a vociferous and 
consistent opponent of the warmongers and 
supporter of the firefighters. Also he co-spon¬ 
sored Sheridan’s free school meals bill in the 
Scottish parliament and the SSP sponsored 
bill, which successfully abolished warrant 
sales. 

Comrade Duke concluded that McAllion is 
a principled socialist whose re-election would 
be a blow to Tony Blair and Jack McConnell 
(Labour first minister). It would be a victory 
for the anti-war movement and a victory for 
socialists. 

Discussion centred on whether the SSP 
should concern itself with the “fate” of Labour 
candidates. Mary Ward (of the left national¬ 
ist Republican Communist Network platform) 
passionately opposed the decision to stand 
down. She felt that as long as McAllion con¬ 
tinued to be a Labour Party member, he should 
face rejections at the polls. That would be the 
fault of Labour’s unpopularity, not the SSP. 
She also indicated that SNP candidate, Shona 
Robinson, had also indicated support for the 
anti-war movement and the firefighters. Com¬ 
rade Ward would only countenance the SSP 
standing down if the Labour candidate ac¬ 
cepted our platform of six key policies. 

Sarah McDonald (CPGB) argued that sup¬ 
port for a Labour left candidate was possible 
given the nature of the Labour Party. It is still 
a bourgeois workers’ party. There were wide 
forces within Labour who could be won over 
to socialist policies. McAllion has a good track 
record in supporting working class causes in 
the community and in the Scottish parliament. 
McAllion represents genuine working class 
sentiment. By approaching Labour lefts tac¬ 
tically and skilfully we could help bring about 
a new mass worker’s party in Britain. McAllion 
should be asked to support the six key SSP 
election pledges. Comrade McDonald advo¬ 
cated active work in the constituency on be¬ 
half of McAllion to ensure that his election 
was seen as a victory for the left and the forces 
of socialism. This tactic would ensure that a 
principled MSP was returned and SSP “list” 


candidates would gain Labour supporters’ John McAllion 
second votes. speaks, Tommy 

Jim Barlow (Socialist Worker platform) Sheridan 
spoke strongly against any support being consults 
offered to the Labour Party, whether condi¬ 
tional or otherwise. The SSP was the only 
anti-war party contesting the election and 
could not possibly support Blair’s party. 

McAllion’s election material was already cir¬ 
culating. It gave no indication of his disputes 
with the Labour leadership. Nor support for 
SSP policies. 


Scottish anti-war 
demonstration 

Saturday April 12 

Assemble from 11.30am, Blythswood Square, 
Glasgow. March to Glasgow Green for rally and 
music 


Join the SSP 

Please send me details 

Name_ 


►ttish 

Socialist 

■ 

’arty 


Address 


Town/city. 
Postcode_ 
Email_ 


Phone 


Scottish Socialist Party, 73 Robertson Street, 
Glasgow, G2 8QD. Or phone 0141-2217714 


Ronnie Mejka (CPGB) advised that SSP 
support for John McAllion had to be criti¬ 
cal. We would support his record as an MSP. 
But not the record of the anti-working class 
Labour Party. In order to build a socialist al¬ 
ternative to New Labour, we had to seek out 
working class allies within the Labour left. 
The anti-war movement had sparked off the 
Labour Against the War conference and in¬ 
spired a grassroots rebellion against “stage- 
managing” and open debate at the Scottish 
Labour Party conference. There was strong 
evidence that other Labour MPs and MSPs 
are ready to risk expulsion. We should sup¬ 
port them. 

Philip Stott (CWI) stressed the importance 
of retaining a socialist presence in Dundee 
East. He re-emphasised the contribution 
McAllion had made to the working class move¬ 
ment. The forthcoming contest was expected 
to be extremely close. 

With comrade Duke possibly polling 
around 1,000 votes, local firefighters openly 
declaring their refusal to support Labour ever 
again and mass public opinion against Blair’s’ 
invasion of Iraq, the haemorrhaging of New 
Labour support could lead to McAllion’s nar¬ 
row, 2,000 majority, being overturned. Maxim¬ 
ising the socialist vote was cmcial to the aim 
of building a mass workers’ party. Mc Alli on 
was part of the movement and his continued 
presence in the Scottish parliament was es¬ 
sential. 

The call by CWI comrades to back 
McAllion flies in the face of the dogmatic in¬ 
sistence that the Labour Party is dead terrain 
for socialist intervention. By the same meas¬ 
ure, the SW platform position of no support 
for Labour under any circumstances con¬ 
trasts bizarrely with the previous position of 
auto-Labourism. 

A final vote was taken. Those in favour of 
withdrawing the SSP candidate won by the 
narrowest margin. Revolutionary socialists 
and communists throughout Britain would be 
well advised to fully debate the issues raised 
in Dundee. They have far wider significance • 
Ronnie Mejka 
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Consistent democracy after 


not tolerate for long. In any case, the imperial¬ 
ists are there not to allow the masses to ex¬ 
propriate the ill-gotten gains of the 
bureaucracy and the rich, but to ensure that 
the US gains control of the oil and can estab¬ 
lish a Pax Americana over the whole region. 

Resistance to imperialist conquest by Ira¬ 
qis is entirely justifiable, and will continue, 
under existing banners - and no doubt new 
ones still to emerge. In any case, the socialist 
movement internationally, and indeed the glo¬ 
bal anti-war movement, will have to take ac¬ 
count of what flows out of this barbaric 
conflict, and try to elaborate a correct road 
forward. 

National rights 

In our view, genuine democracy, which in¬ 
volves as a matter of course the defence of 
the national rights of all peoples, is essential 
in clarifying the path ahead for those who seek 
to fight imperialism. Not, of course, the democ¬ 
racy of the imperialists - whatever facade of 
‘democracy’ the imperialists try to cobble to¬ 
gether for Iraq, in reality it will be the disguised 
dictatorship of an oil satrapy, dominated by 
US monopolies in a similar manner to Batista’s 
pre-revolutionary Cuba sugar satrapy. 

There are issues of principle in the events 
of Gulf War II which, even as its draws to a 
close, must be clarified for the future of the 
new progressive movement. 

There have been some important debates 
on the left, including in our own ranks, about 
what attitude to take to resistance by Iraqis to 
the imperialist invasion. Last week’s letters 
page in this paper was also a reflection of some 
of these questions, with a number of comrades 
coming from different angles drawing the 
conclusion that we have somehow funda¬ 
mentally changed our political views, since we 
undeniably shifted the emphasis of our slo¬ 
gans once the US-British invasion got under¬ 
way. 

Comrade Jim Cullen, for instance, wrote last 
week that our ‘Party notes’ column had altered 
our position and was now advocating “mili¬ 
tary, not political support” to the Saddam re¬ 
gime since the invasion, and had therefore 
adopted the position of “isolated Trotskyist 
sects” that we had “up till now argued 
against”. Comrade Cullen triumphantly ex¬ 
claims that he “couldn’t agree more” with our 
supposedly completely new approach. 

From an opposite angle, comrade Mervyn 
Davies expressed “great dismay” on seeing 
our slogan ‘victory to the Iraqi people’, as well 
as our advocacy of the defeat of British and 
American imperialism in this war. He laments 
that “This is sounding more and more like the 
Workers Revolutionary Party and the Social¬ 
ist Workers Party”. 

Meanwhile, on our own internal discussion 
list, it has been suggested by some comrades 
with a similar perception that Mark Hoskis- 
son, editor of Workers Power (a Trotskyist 
group that advocates a very upfront ‘Victory 
to Iraq’ line on this war, as indeed it did in 
1991), is filling in as the editor of the Weekly 
Worker. 

All these comrades are, unfortunately, be¬ 
ing taken in by superficial appearances - and 
failing, for their own varied reasons, to look at 
this question in its totality. They are looking 
at superficial similarities without putting them 
in context. With regard to those tendencies 
on the left who are guided by rigid and time¬ 
less dogmas rather than detailed and concrete 
analyses of reality, it has been observed that, 
by analogy, even a stopped clock is right twice 
a day. 

Consistent democrats seek to abolish wars 
between nations. But we also recognise that 
not all wars are equally reactionary on all 
sides. We are for the equality and right to self- 
determination of all nations. We are deter¬ 
mined opponents of any wars of conquest 
and oppression of one nation by another, 
whereas we support wars whose real content 
is to advance the national rights of oppressed 
peoples. 

Take comrade Cullen’s assertion that we are 
now advocating “military, but not political, 
support” to the Saddam regime. It is useful, in 


evaluating whether or not this is tme, to ask 
what comrade Cullen and people like him mean 
when they use this rather odd phrase, and for 
that we must go into some historical examples 
of what people with his kind of views have 
said about wars in the past. 

Orthodox Trotskyists, like comrade Cullen, 
believe that one can separate completely mili¬ 
tary and political questions, and therefore it 
is possible to give ‘military’ support to a par¬ 
ticular force in a war while in no way sympa¬ 
thising with anything that force stands for in 
terms of politics. In our view, military questions 
flow from politics - in the tradition of Marx¬ 
ism, we are in agreement with the great Ger¬ 
man military theorist Clausewitz that “war is 
the continuation of politics by other means”. 

The belief of comrade Cullen and others of 
his ilk, that military support can be totally sepa¬ 
rated from political support, has ruinous con¬ 
sequences for their politics, in terms of 
democracy. It is an unnecessary theoretical 
contortion. In contrast to the best traditions 
of communism, they tend to focus their 
defencism, in wars involving imperialism 
against underdeveloped countries, on the de¬ 
fence of the rights of states, not the defence 
of the rights of peoples. 

This is a crucial distinction between our 
consistently democratic politics, and those of 
the Trotskyists. This element of their politics 
grows out of the dogma that the Soviet Un¬ 
ion under Stalin and his successors was a 
‘workers’ state’, albeit degenerated politically. 
For them, if the interests of the defence of a 
‘degenerated’ or ‘deformed’ ‘workers’ state’ 
was in contradiction to the defence of the 
people of that state, then the state, and not 
the democratic rights of the people oppressed 
by it, came first. 

This is a position that is so hard to uphold 
for anyone of a democratic turn of thought 
that the Trotskyists often, in a haphazard way, 
flinched from applying it. Many Trotskyists 
were compelled to deny the pro-capitalist 
nature of the opposition movements to Sta¬ 
linism in Eastern Europe and Russia before the 
collapse of the USSR - if they had admitted 
that, their dogma would have compelled them 
to call for these movements to be suppressed 
in the name of ‘socialism’. 

But this viewpoint of the Trotskyists does 
not stop at the USSR. It also, in a modified form, 


T he United States-British invasion of 
Iraq is now reaching its climax. Basra 
is occupied and conventional military 
resistance in Baghdad has all but col¬ 
lapsed. The fall of Tikrit can only be a matter 
of time. Doubtless in the Sunni heartlands 
small units of the Republican Guard and guer¬ 
rilla bands will continue to fight hit-and-run 
battles in the months to come. Whether Sad¬ 
dam Hussein and his close associates man¬ 
age to do a bin Laden and vanish remains to 
be seen. Either way the stmggle for democ¬ 
racy is now squarely focused on the neo-co- 
lonial regime being cooked-up by the US-UK 
coalition. 

Though the odds were hopeless, there have 
been moments of stiff resistance to the inva¬ 
sion - both from troops loyal to the Iraqi re¬ 
gime and from sections of the Iraqi masses. 
US forces have responded with a firestorm of 
virtually indiscriminate bombs, shells and 
heavy machine guns. Many thousands of 
Iraqis have been killed or maimed. Hence we 
should expect that popular celebrations which 
have greeted the effective demise of the Sad¬ 
dam Hussein regime will soon give way to a 
struggle against US-sponsored neo-coloni¬ 
alism. 

The US is already trying to install the Free 
Iraqi Army led by Ahmad Chalabi. Amongst 
the Shia majority these CIA stooges are 
deeply unpopular. In Basra the British are turn¬ 
ing to tribal leaders and have appointed an 
unnamed sheikh as an interim governor over 
the whole of the southern region. They fear 
Shia fundamentalism and free elections. 
Hawks in Washington are determined to ban 
the Ba’ath Party. But necessity will see the US 
army administration recmit wide swathes from 
Saddam’s bureaucratic machine, including the 
secret police and army. Meanwhile Kurdish 
forces are itching to capture Mosul and 
Kirkuk and declare full nationhood. In other 
words, the old question of democracy 
and the national rights of the various 
peoples of Iraq is posed in a new 
way. 

In this context it is vital that 
the anti-war party takes up 
the banner of anti-imperial- 
ism and equips itself for 
what is to come. The 
Bush administration 
promises that, after Iraq, 
next will come Iran, Syria, 

North Korea and any 
other country that dares 
stand against the US Be¬ 
hemoth. But it is equally 
vital that the anti-war 
party does not constitute itself as 
apologist for the regimes of Iran, 

Syria, North Korea, etc. 

Gulf War II has been, at least to a 
degree, about oil, as well as about 
American strategic plans to re-draw 
the map of the Middle East to suit 
its own imperial agenda. This 
time, unlike Gulf War I, it has 
not been about two dogs 
fighting over the Kuwaiti 
bone. Rather, the imperi 
alists are in the process 
of occupying Iraq 
outright, of plac¬ 
ing an Ameri 



Saddam 
Hussein: no ally 
of the working 
class 


can viceroy, retired general Jay Gardner, to 
head up an American ‘transitional’ adminis¬ 
tration. Transitional, that is, to a new puppet 
regime that will ensure American control of 
the second biggest oil reserve on the planet. 

Whereas Iraq under the now expiring Hus¬ 
sein regime brutally suppressed the national 
aspirations of the Iraqi Kurds, and was sup¬ 
ported by the imperialists in doing so, now 
we find a situation in the making where the 
Arabic people of Iraq, who were the dominant 
oppressor nationality, are themselves being 
subjected to occupation and national oppres¬ 
sion. This war, and in particular the failure of 
the Arab population to split along sectarian 
lines as the American strategists hoped, ap¬ 
pears to have demonstrated that the 
secular ethos of Iraq has deeper roots 
than might have been thought. 

Given this situation, with con¬ 
quest and subjugation underway, 
the national rights of the Arabic¬ 
speaking part of Iraq are now be¬ 
ing trampled on. The British 
victory in Basra and the col¬ 
lapse of the local arm of the 
regime there has evidently led 
to fraternisation, but hardly on 
the level that the propagan¬ 
dists of imperialism were trum¬ 
peting before the war began. 
Rather, there seems to be 
large scale looting and expro¬ 
priation of property from 
those who grew rich under 
Saddam - an attack on prop¬ 
erty and ‘order’ that the 
imperialists will 







weeniy- 

worker 475 April 102003 


7 


Saddam Hussein 


Communist 
Party books 



applies to wars between backward capitalist 
countries like Iraq, ex-Stalinist Serbia, etc, and 
the advanced powers. 

There are several examples - Kosova in 
1999 was a good one. When the imperialists 
went to war against Serbia to prise Kosova 
away from Milosevic, some orthodox Trot¬ 
skyists decided that the indigenous 
Kosovan guerrilla war was endangering the 
defence of the Serbian state against imperi¬ 
alism, even though the overwhelming bulk, 
around 90%, of Kosova’s population was 
not Serbian and had no desire to be mled by 
Serbia. Such undermining of Serbia was not 
on; the Kosovars had no right to appeal to 
the west to save them from Milosevic’s tyr¬ 
anny, and therefore they had to be forcibly 
retained within Serbia in the interests of ‘anti¬ 
imperialism’ until such time as they saw the 
error of their ways and ceased to crave west¬ 
ern ‘help’ for their national liberation strug¬ 
gle. 

For us, the struggle of the Kosovars re¬ 
mained supportable, though we could not 
support their imperialist allies at war. But for 
the ‘hard’ Trotskyists, the formula of ‘military, 
not political, support’ was a means to soothe 
their consciences. Bound by dogma to sup¬ 
port such suppression of an oppressed peo¬ 
ple, they console themselves that their 
support for oppressive actions is purely a 
military necessity dictated by high principle 
and the wider interests of socialism; they are 
in their own minds in no way politically impli¬ 
cated in the crimes of those carrying out the 
suppression they support ‘militarily’. 

Kosova is a fairly extreme example - only 
the most hardcore fringe elements of the left 
were able to stomach applying the dogma 
to that situation, given that the ethnic op¬ 
pression of Kosovar Albanians at the hand 
of Serb nationalist occupiers resembled that 
of blacks under apartheid South Africa. A 
more mainstream example is that of Gulf War 
I, when a wider section of the left stood for 
‘Victory to Iraq’ in the war over Kuwait, de¬ 
spite the fact that the Iraqi forces were basi¬ 
cally trying to simply grab Kuwait for its oil 
wealth. There was no particular desire of 
anyone in Kuwait to become part of Iraq, and 
hence no remotely democratic reason to 
support Iraq in this squalid invasion of a 
small, wealthy parasitic oil state, whose peo- 


Propaganda opportunity: love 
blossoms on the streets of Basra 


pie had no say in the matter one way or an¬ 
other. Iraqi self-determination was not at 
stake in that war. 

The still ongoing Gulf War n, however, is 
qualitatively different from this - the imperial¬ 
ists are occupying the Arabic core of Iraq, with 
overwhelming force. This is irrespective of the 
wishes of the population, who, when they get 
in the way, are being systematically blown to 
hell along with the Iraqi armed forces. This is 
about extending US hegemony, seizing con¬ 
trol of oil reserves and turning Iraq into an oil 
producing ‘banana state’ for Uncle Sam. 

The criminals conquering Iraq care nothing 
about the crimes of Saddam Hussein; they are 
his former armourers and bankrollers when his 
butchery was useful to them. They will put 
another tyrant in his place - their puppet. 

If the people of Kosova had every right to 
fight Serbian occupation in 1999, or the Kurds 
have every right to resist Saddam’s terror in 
their homeland, then the inhabitants of the 
Arabic core areas of Iraq have every right to 
resist American conquest in Iraq proper - 
despite the ghostly existence of Saddam’s 
regime. We do not place conditions on the 
right to self-determination of peoples that a 
democratic regime must be in place before self- 
determination is granted. Democracy and im¬ 
perialist occupation are utterly incompatible 
with each other - it is up to the Iraqi people, 
with the fraternal assistance of the world 
working class movement, to deal with Saddam 
Hussein, not Exxon-Mobil and their military 
wing. 

Crumbling defences 

In this regard, the mirror image of the ortho¬ 
dox Trotskyists is the Alliance for Workers’ 
Liberty. In 1999, not content with correctly 
supporting the fight of the KLA for elemen¬ 
tary Kosovar national rights against the Ser¬ 
bian occupiers, they also capitulated to the 
democratic pretensions of the imperialists 
themselves, refusing to demand an end to the 
bombing of Serbia on the grounds of that being 
a pro-Milosevic demand. Meanwhile, they 
continued to somewhat unconvincingly pro¬ 
test that they did not actually support the war. 


Now they denounce the CPGB - according 
to the same wilful misunderstanding and mis¬ 
leading logic as Jim Cullen - as having 
‘switched] to the Workers Power line” (Soli¬ 
darity March 27) and proudly proclaim their 
complete neutrality between the conquering 
US-UK imperialists and the quickly crumbling 
defences of Iraq. This, again, amounts to the 
same kind of backhanded support for imperi¬ 
alism as they displayed over Kosova. For the 
AWL, the Arab people of Iraq only have the 
right to resist the conquest of their homeland 
when they first establish a democratic regime. 
Otherwise, they had better learn to like the coa¬ 
lition jackboot. 

It is quite obvious that the AWL doesn’t 
really like Arabs very much, and does not re¬ 
gard them as having much in the way of na¬ 
tional rights. After all, in Gulf War I, when 
Saddam fired a few antiquated and ineffective 
Scud missiles at Israel in an attempt to draw 
the Israelis into the war and thus gain wider 
Arab support, the then Socialist Organiser 
(predecessor of the AWL’s Solidarity) head¬ 
lined “Israel has the right to defend itself’. 

Sean Matgamna in the current Solidarity 
(March 27) denounces George Galloway for 
showing a “passionate Iraqi, Arabic and even 
Islamic patriotism”, yet AWL leaders such as 
Martin Thomas have characterised them¬ 
selves publicly as being “a little bit Zionist”. 
Such hypocrisy - so much for principled in¬ 
ternationalism and strict programmatic sepa¬ 
ration from nationalism! 

The AWL is militant in its solidarity with its 
favourite regional superpower, which is cur¬ 
rently engaged in slow-motion Milosevic- 
style ethnic cleansing of the Arab lands of 
Gaza and the West Bank it has seized and sto¬ 
len. 

But when an Arab people, with a strong if 
not completely settled national ethos, is in¬ 
vaded by imperialism outright, they have no 
right to resist because ‘their’ regime is not 
‘democratic’ enough for them to deserve any 
national rights. 

If this double standard is not motivated by 
a chauvinist disdain for Arabs, then I do not 
know what is. But consistent democracy it 
ain’t. And consistent democracy is what the 
left needs above all as its guide in fighting for 
a better world • 

Ian Donovan 
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The programmes of ‘official communism’ were designed to 
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IMPERIALISM 


American 
power and the 
Bush project 
for the 21st 
century 

T he United States emerged from the 
carnage of World War II as by far the 
strongest state globally. Statisticians 
reckon that alone it accounted for 
around half of the world’s gross industrial 
output. Japan was a wreck of a nation and had 
been placed under US military mle. Post-Hit¬ 
ler Europe lay exhausted and found itself 
cleaved into two. 

The only serious rival faced by the US was 
the Soviet Union. Through re-enserfing the 
peasantry, politically expropriating the work¬ 
ing class and the state-sponsored terrorism 
of the five-year plans the Stalin monocracy 
managed to haul the Soviet Union into the 
position of being a military superpower. One 
that could withstand the German Wehrmarcht 
and then following in the tracks of its T-34 
tanks extend bureaucratic socialism right into 
the heart of middle of Europe. 

Yet in terms of productivity and technique 
the Soviet Union remained woefully and 
surreally backward. Nor, due to its innate so¬ 
cial laws, could bureaucratic socialism carry 
through more than one round of productive 
accumulation. Extended reproduction proved 
a chimera. Herein lay the seeds of inevitable 
demise. The Soviet Union was an unviable, 
ectopic social formation, not the future. 

The Cold War represented a historic stand¬ 
off between the US on the one side and the 
Soviet Union on the other. Europe was the 
main theatre of conflict. Divided Germany 
symbolised the fate of the whole continent. 

No longer did it consist of great powers. The 
colonial empires were dismantled and the 
poles of effective military power shifted east 
and west. But the Cold War involved more 
than a drawn out stalemate. 

The Cold War froze, or at the very least at¬ 
tenuated and stopped short, the class strug¬ 
gle. In the east, anti-capitalism and the rhetoric 
of defending socialism excused the all perva¬ 
sive secret police. Workers were prevented 
from organising themselves independently 
and kept atomised by naked force. Resistance 
was continuous but tended to be individual¬ 
ised and take the form of negative control. In 
the west anti-communism - based in no small 
measure on the appalling reality of ‘actual liv¬ 
ing socialism’ - cowed, politically disarmed 
and contained the working class. Social de¬ 
mocracy and the welfare state negatively an¬ 
ticipated communism and served as an 
antidote. The Cold War therefore formed a 
global counterrevolutionary system. Social¬ 
ism was historically necessary but politically 
impossible. 

One of the fundamental laws of capitalism 
is uneven development. From the level of the 
individual firm to the state, capitalism is inter¬ 
nally fractured. The result is ceaseless con¬ 
flict. That is why established international 
relations and pecking orders can only be tem¬ 
porary arrangements. Through economic 
competition, diplomatic pressure and eventu¬ 
ally warfare winners thereby become losers 
and visa versa. 



George Bush: 
full convert 


War speeds 
up political 
developments 
and brings 
latent or 
hidden 
conbatSdions 
out into the 
open 


Under US military 
guardianship and eco¬ 
nomic stimulation, 
western Europe and 
Japan quickly recov¬ 
ered. Free trade impe¬ 
rialism went hand-in- 
hand with the long 
boom of the 1950s and 
60s. Federal Germany 
and Japan sprung 
back as powerful eco¬ 
nomic players. By the 
1970s the US was vis¬ 
ibly suffering from rela¬ 
tive decline. The 
American historian 
Paul Kennedy writes 
of “imperial over¬ 
stretch” (P Kennedy 
The rise and fall of the 
great powers London 
1989, p666). 

Hubris came with the 
Vietnam war. Despite 
possessing qualitative technological superi¬ 
ority US generals could not overcome the 
peasant-based guerrilla armies formed and led 
by Ho Chi Minh and Vo Nguyen Giap. And 
after Vietnam came Laos, Cambodia, Angola, 
Ethiopia, Grenada and Nicaragua. The Soviet 
‘sphere of influence’ seemed destined to con¬ 
stant expansion. The US sphere to contrac¬ 
tion. Economically too the US faced mounting 
troubles. The link between the dollar and gold 
could no longer be sustained. The value of 
the dollar plummeted. Budget deficits spiralled. 
Moreover, in one key field after another - cars, 
electronics, steel, computers, etc - the US lost 
its previous undisputed lead. 

During the presidency of Ronald Reagan 
the US ruling class responded with an aggres¬ 
sive two pronged strategy. Renewed milita¬ 
rism and a steady and unremitting attack on 
US workers. 

A terminally declining Soviet Union was 
challenged to a new arms race. Cmise missiles, 
B1 bombers, ‘Stealth’ aircraft, MX missiles, 
Pershing Its, Trident submarines and star wars 
were designed to raise the US from ‘Mutually 
Assured Destruction’ to a position where it 
could fight and win a World War III. In the 
1980s the Reagan administration increased 
military spending to new absolute heights. 
Writing at the time, Jeff McMahan, a British 
based US academic, perceptively argued that 
surging ahead with the arms drive was de¬ 
signed to “cripple the less robust Soviet 
economy, ultimately bringing about the col¬ 
lapse of the Soviet system from within” (J 
McMahan Reagan and the world London 
1984, p4). 

Ratcheting up the Cold War ran in parallel 
to ratcheting up the rate of exploitation. Profit 
rates had to be restored. For the mass of the 
population that meant living standards have 
remained at the same level for the last 20 years. 
Amongst the poorest quartile, in particular for 


blacks and Latinos, living standards have 
actually been squeezed downwards. Holding 
on to two menial jobs just to scrape a living is 
now the lot of many. 

The outcome of the Cold War is well known 
and does not need repeating here. The So¬ 
viet Union collapsed in 1991. The US beat the 
“evil empire” without firing a single shot. As 
a result the US suddenly found itself the sole 
superpower. A bipolar world became unipo¬ 
lar. 

The US now exercises a global mastery that 
puts all previous empires into the shade. Nei¬ 
ther Alexander the Great, Ghengis Khan or late 
19th century Britain can remotely compare. 
The US is the “Schwarzenegger of interna¬ 
tional politics: showing off muscles, obtrusive, 
intimidating”, complains Der Spiegel , a lead¬ 
ing German journal. By any serious reckon¬ 
ing the US must be regarded as super-imperi¬ 
alist; fundamentally a military vantage point 
from where the present administration of 
George Bush can hope to substitute for loss 
of economic prowess and perhaps even halt 
and reverse relative decline. 

By using extra-economic means the US 
might be able to safely manage or maybe 
offload the crisis of profitability that has seen 
Wall Street plummet and corporate America 
teeter on the edge of bankruptcy. Put in tradi¬ 
tional Marxist terms moribund US capital is 
able to impose a new level, or phase, of impe¬ 
rialism. This does not conform to the seam¬ 
less abstraction propounded by Toni Negri 
and Michael Hardt in Empire. Nor does it 
denote an ending, or overcoming, of internal 
capitalist contradictions. On the contrary na¬ 
tional contradictions are intensified. 

Rogue states 

Post-September 11 2001 the Bush administra¬ 
tion has committed itself to a total strategy of 
extending and integrating US global reach and 
domination. This has been articulated and 
promoted by the various think tanks associ¬ 
ated with the mihtary-industrial complex. The 
best known and most notorious of them be¬ 
ing the Project for the New American Century. 

This “non-profit making” organisation was 
established in June 1997 by William Kristol 
(who still serves as its chairman). Other PNAC 
founders included vice president Dick Cheney, 
defence secretary Donald Rumsfeld, his 
deputy Paul Wolfowitz, Jeb Bush the presi¬ 
dent’s younger brother and governor of 
Florida, former vice president Dan Quayle, the 
academic Francis Fukuyama and a number of 
other plutocratic hawks who stand at the con¬ 
fluence of big business and the state such as 
Lewis Libby, Cheney’s chief of staff, Elliot 
Abrams, Garry Bauer, Donald Kegan, Robert 
Kegan, Vin Weber and George Weigel. 

These neo-conservatives poured scorn on 
the isolationism then associated with the ex¬ 
treme US right. Instead they complained 
about “a policy drift” under Bill Clinton and a 
perceived failure to take full advantage of 
America’s victory in the Cold War. Both the 
“pseudo-sophisticated” realism of George 
Bush senior and Clinton’s policy of 
“multilateralism” were rejected. The post-Cold 
War cuts in nuclear missiles, army divisions 
and the fleet should be turned around and US 
“leadership” energetically asserted globally. 

The project’s mission statement makes in¬ 
tentions clear. The US should “build upon the 
achievements of past decades” and “shape a 
new century” in a way that would be “favour¬ 
able to American principles and interests”. 
Basically that required steeply increased arms 
spending and what was called the promotion 
of “political and economic freedom” around 
the world. In other words penetration by US 
transnational capital backed by unbeatable 
armed might. 

War speeds up political developments and 
brings latent or hidden contradictions out into 
the open. Though it was hardly a conven¬ 
tional war September 11 2001 was no excep¬ 
tion. In the immediate aftermath of the 
al-Qa’eda attacks on New York and Washing¬ 
ton a newly installed president Bush em¬ 
braced the PNAC’s perspectives. Within the 
space of four months he was counted as a full 
convert. 

Iraq must be seen in this context. Obviously 
the invasion of Iraq had nothing to do with 
links between Saddam Hussein’s regime and 
bin Laden or any threat posed by Iraq’s elu¬ 
sive weapons of mass destruction. Lies, noth¬ 
ing more than useful lies. Nor is the conquest 
of Iraq and the imposition of a form of neo¬ 


colonialism directly connected with, and sub¬ 
ordinate to, an unquenchable US thirst for oil. 
A cmde leftwing obsession and over-simpli¬ 
fication. 

So-called ‘rogue’ states such as Iraq, Syria, 
Libya, North Korea, Iran and Cuba constitute 
no “real or present danger” to the US. Eco¬ 
nomically and militarily they are weak but have 
managed by one means or another to gain 
varying degrees of political independence. 
They are certainly not semi-colonies in any 
meaningful sense of the term. Pitted against 
the US in anything like a straightforward 
army-to-army contest though, their defeat is 
inevitable. Exactly. 

‘Rogue’ states therefore make a convenient 
target and serves to justify war and the crea¬ 
tion of a “worldwide command-and-control 
system.” Either they can be diplomatically 
bludgeoned into submission or better still 
subjected to “pre-emptive” regime change 
with minimal losses of US service men and 
women. 

In the cases of Iraq and Iran, privatisation 
of the petrochemical industry and the return 
of US transnational companies would be a sig¬ 
nificant additional bonus. Garry Schmitt of the 
PNAC has expressed a desire to reduce “Saudi 
leverage” over the US. The autocratic house 
of Saud is considered inherently unstable and 
an untrustworthy ally. Oil is though by no 
means the primary target. Behind the US drive 
to tame the rogue states lies fear of long term 
military-economic competition from serious 
rivals - France, China, Germany, India, Russia 
and Japan - and the drive to maintain US glo¬ 
bal domination for at least the next 50 years. 

Blueprint 

The “blueprint” for the administration’s 
present foreign policy can be seen in the 
PNAC document, Rebuilding America’s de¬ 
fences, written back in September 2000, ie, 
before Bush’s inauguration. Drawn up for 
Dick Cheney it shows beyond doubt that a 
plot was being hatched even then for a “pre¬ 
emptive” attack on Iraq. Suffice to say the 
overall aim was a ‘global Pax Americana’. Yet 
though the goal might be perpetual peace the 
means to achieve that end is perpetual war. 

The plan is quite clear - an invasion of Iraq 
was desirable and opportune. All that was 
needed was a credible excuse. Bin Laden and 
September 11 did so with tmmps. The ‘war 
on terrorism’ could be presented as a noble 
cause which, because of the sly, enigmatic, 
shadowy nature of terrorist cells and their 
wayward state hosts, would have to last many 
decades. The war on terrorism is now imper¬ 
ceptibly metamorphosing into a war against 
tyranny. No wonder conspiracy theorists 
have been doing overtime with wild specula¬ 
tion about CIA blind eyes on September 11, 
etc. Saddam Hussein’s purported failure to 
fully and wholeheartedly cooperate with Hans 
Blix and his UN arms inspectors was desper¬ 
ately used for all it was worth. Unable to se¬ 
cure a second UN resolution the ‘coalition of 
the willing’ - that is the US and the UK - em¬ 
barked on the pre-planned crusade. 

PNAC readily admits that “for decades” the 
US has “sought to play a more permanent role 
in Gulf regional security.” Hence the “unre¬ 
solved conflict with Iraq provides the imme¬ 
diate justification” not only for “a substantial 
American force presence in the Gulf’ but for 
the wider goal of “maintaining global US pre¬ 
eminence”. 

Put another way, the “grand strategy” was 
designed to preclude “the rise of a great power 
rival” and “shaping the international security 
order in fine with American principles and in¬ 
terests.” This must, argues the PNAC “be ad¬ 
vanced as far into the future as possible.” The 
military are the “cavalry” of this “new Ameri¬ 
can frontier”. 

Dividing Europe 

A united Europe is envisaged as a potential 
rival. As a land mass the European Union is 
much smaller than the US. But in population 
terms the EU is bigger. The US has some 280 
million inhabitants, the EU 350 million. By the 
standard measure, the EU has a lower GDP 
than the US ($7.8 trillion to $9.9 trillion). How¬ 
ever, as Will Hutton - an enthusiast for EU lib¬ 
eral imperialism - points out, the US economy 
is more privatised than the EU and certain 
costs, ie health and education, are not fully 
reflected in the calculation of GDP figures for 
Europe. That, and an “undervalued” euro, 
explains why many economists estimate that 
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Pax Americana: perpetual war 


the EU has a higher GDP than the US. 

The German-French axis has vaulting am¬ 
bitions for the EU. Ambitions that can be 
gleaned from the EU’s constitutional conven¬ 
tion which has been meeting in Bmssels un¬ 
der the chairmanship of the former 
centre-right president of France, Valery 
Giscard d’Estaing. Its remit is to detail various 
options and produce recommendations for 
the EU’s inter-governmental summit in 2004. 
Sixty initial themes were set for debate. How¬ 
ever, in broad terms the constitutional conven¬ 
tion is expected to produce answers to the 
knotty problems arising from enlargement - 
the EU is set to grow from 15 member states 
to perhaps something like 37 by 2010. With 
such apoMcal-economic bloc streamlined and 
under centralised direction comes the possi¬ 
bility of the EU playing a determining global 
role and thereby gorging itself on the plan¬ 
et’s human and natural resources as the im¬ 
perialist top dog. 

Speaking to the opening session of the 
constitutional convention on February 28 
2002 Giscard d’Estaing looked magisterially 
towards the future horizon. “If we succeed”, 
he said, ‘ ‘in 25 or 50 years time Europe will have 
changed its role in the world. It will be re¬ 
spected and listened to, not only as the eco¬ 
nomic power that it already is, but as a political 
power that will speak as an equal with the big¬ 
gest existing and future powers on the planet” 
(see www.cer.org.uk). 

Relations between the US and the EU have 
been those of partnership. The EU being 
viewed essentially as an extension, or an arm 
of, Nato. Cooperation, however, takes place 
in the context of increasing tensions as EU 
interests and cherished aims come into con¬ 
flict with US bullying and imperial arrogance. 
To be more specific - trade barriers against steel 
imports, the imposition of chronic US indebt¬ 
edness upon the rest of the world, shunning 
the Kyoto accord, abrogation of the ABM 
treaty, National Missile Defence and now Iraq. 

The EU has been thrown into turmoil by 
Gulf War n. ‘Old Europe’ objected to US war¬ 
mongering, unilateralism and contempt for the 
UN - dismissed as an antiquated hindrance 
to “American political leadership” by PNAC. 
Britain, Spain and Italy have for their part lined 
up behind the US, along with ‘new Europe’, 
candidate states such as Poland, the Czech 
Republic, Hungary, Bulgaria, etc. The US has 
revelled in the divisions and has sought to 
add fuel to the fire by demonising France in 
particular. Donald Rumsfeld seethes and 
splutters about French “treachery”. His real 
purpose - to prevent the EU cohering as a sin¬ 
gle imperialist entity. 


More still unites the ruling classes of the 
US and EU than divides. Nevertheless 
stresses and strains are growing. As a result 
it is correct to say that the EU-US relationship 
is evolving into an antagonistic partnership. 

In his recent book, Of paradise and power: 
America versus Europe in the new world 
order PNAC deputy chair Robert Kegan, tes¬ 
tifies to a strategic decoupling. He describes 
Europe as being committed to a “Kantian” 
world view of “self contained law and mles of 
transnational negotiation and cooperation”. 
A pacific outlook based, not from learning the 
“awful” lessons of World War I and II, as 
claimed. Rather it is Europe’s profound mili¬ 
tary weakness. Taken together the countries 
of the EU spend no more than $ 180 billion. The 
US has a military budget now soaring towards 
the $500 billion mark. Hence the EU is incapa¬ 
ble of “counterbalancing” the US in military 
terms. It therefore turns to empty legalistic 
rhetoric in order to substitute for the loss of 
real power. 

The Americans are in contrast guided by a 
much more sober and realistic “Hobbesian” 
outlook. The world is an unforgiving and 
hostile place and power always decides. As a 
Behemoth “with a conscience” the US is ro¬ 
mantically likened to Gary Cooper’s charac¬ 
ter in ‘High Noon’ Marshall Will Kane. The 
world’s townsfolk have no stomach for stand¬ 
ing up to the bad guys when they come look¬ 
ing for revenge. But they are wrong and 
cowardly to boot. The brave US gets brick¬ 
bats, but it is right. 

China 

Generally the US administration does not 
consider Russia, India or Japan with immedi¬ 
ate concern. China is another matter. Speak¬ 
ing on behalf of PNAC in February 2002 
Kristol said he considers “the only unresolved 
great power issue is that of China.” 

China has 1.3 billion people and has 
notched up rapid development. Since 1978 
GDP has quadmpled with real growth aver¬ 
aging around 9% per year. Today, its GDP 
stands at more than $1.1 trillion. China’s for¬ 
eign trade grew at about 13% per year over 
the 1978-1995 period, making it the world’s 
fourth-largest trading nation. In the 1990s, 
China became the world’s second-largest 
destination for foreign direct investment. 

Its military spending is also growing by 
double-digits. As a result China is “acquiring 
unprecedented new capabilities” notes Rich¬ 
ard N Haass, director of the administration’s 
policy planning staff. The Pentagon in its turn 
provides what is meant to be chilling evidence 
of everything from sophisticated “theatre- 


based weapons management” to “state-of- 
the-art intercept direction finding and jam¬ 
ming.” Using technology imported from the 
US, Europe and even Taiwan the Chinese 
military has also developed “new concept” 
laser and radio frequency weapons as well as 
satellite guidance systems. 

If anything like these current trends con¬ 
tinue, many predict that China is due to be¬ 
come the world’s second-largest economy by 
2030 and its military power and political reach 
will increase commensurately. This prospect 
worries US hawks. China threatens US inter¬ 
ests not only in Taiwan but “the entire Asia- 
Pacific region from Japan to the South China 
Sea.” 

In this context PNAC depicts China as ripe 
for “regime change”. The US should encour¬ 
age the development of what is called “civil 
society” and further capitalist relations. This 
is to be achieved by a twin track strategy of 
trade and economic integration on the one side 
and military containment on the other. PNAC 
says that “it is time to increase the presence 
of American forces in Southeast Asia”. This, 
it concludes, may lead to “American and al¬ 
lied power providing the spur to the process 
of democratisation in China.” 

World power 

Rebuilding America’s defences gives us a 
terrible and frightening glimpse of the think¬ 
ing that exists in the highest echelons of the 
US administration. Arms spending should, 
says the PNAC, be increased so that the US 
can “fight and decisively win multiple, simul¬ 
taneous major theatre wars”. 

Hence though PNAC luminaries welcomed 
Bush’s post 9/11 hike in military expenditure, 
Kristol et al continue to urge sustained in¬ 
creases. Their target is ramping the arms 
budget up from 3.4% of GDP to between 3.8% 
to 4%. In monetary terms that means some¬ 
thing like $70 or $ 100 billion extra annually. That 
way the US could supposedly conduct as 
many as five wars concurrently. 

Ominously there are also calls for the crea¬ 
tion of “US space forces”, to patrol space, and 
efforts to ensure the total control of 
cyberspace to prevent “enemies” using the 
internet against the US. PNAC hints that the 
US should consider developing yet more 
fiendish weapons of mass destruction, includ¬ 
ing biological weapons. Rebuilding Ameri¬ 
ca’s defences says: “New methods of attack - 
electronic, ‘non-lethal’, biological - will be 
more widely available... combat will likely take 
place in new dimensions, in space, 
cyberspace, and perhaps the world of mi¬ 
crobes ... advanced forms of biological war¬ 


fare that can ‘target’ specific genotypes may 
transform biological warfare from the realm of 
terror to a politically useful tool.” 

Ironically during the close of George Bush 
senior’s administration, Paul Wolfowitz 
penned a memo under the aegis of then de¬ 
fence secretary Cheney, which argued for the 
US to hike arms spending in order to deter any 
other country from “even aspiring to a larger 
regional or global role.” China, Russia, Ger¬ 
many, and Japan were to be intimidated from 
seeking more power in their own regions. Ef¬ 
fectively the US had to use its military capa¬ 
bility to shape whole world - being “at once a 
European power, an Asian power, a Middle 
Eastern power, and of course a Western hemi¬ 
sphere power” and to “act as if instability in 
important regions of the world ... affect[s] us 
with almost the same immediacy as if [it] was 
occurring on our own doorstep.” 

After the Wolfowitz draft was leaked to the 
press, there was widespread outrage. US dip¬ 
lomats rushed to reassure allies that 
Wolfowitz’s views did not reflect administra¬ 
tion foreign policy. However in the 21st cen¬ 
tury and the administration of George Bush II 
such neo-conservative views have become 
the ruling ideology and operative practice. Be 
warned# 

Jack Conrad 

• www.newamericancentury.org 
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STOP THE WAR 


Take the anti-war Ballots to 
fight to New Labour the war 



T he anti-war movement has had a pro¬ 
found impact on the trade unions. 
Most union activists oppose the war 
against Iraq. Leading leftwing trade 
union leaders - the awkward squad - have 
helped sway the Trades Union Congress and 
made stirring anti-war speeches on countless 
platforms. Many national unions oppose the 
neo-colonialist onslaught. 

As we have noted, youth will act the most 
dynamically and responsively. The big bat¬ 
talions of the working class, the trade unions, 
will be slower to move, but when they do, will 
act more decisively. Therefore merging the 
anti-war movement and the unions is an es¬ 
sential task for revolutionary socialists and 
communists. 

The Rail, Maritime and Transport union 
has not held back from industrial action dur¬ 
ing the war. Bob Crow, RMT general secre¬ 
tary, and Mick Rix, general secretary of the 
train drivers’ union Aslef, have called for 
political strike action against the war where 
possible. The TUC opposed the war before 
it started under pressure from the left-led un¬ 
ions. 

Yet the unions have been patchy and in¬ 
consistent. The TUC failed to convene a re¬ 
call conference - as it is required to do under 
its rules during war, let alone do anything 
substantive. 

There is another front. The Labour Party, 
Most trade unions in the TUC are affiliated to 
Labour. While the pro-ruling pole is dominant 
the party remains a strange beast - tied or¬ 
ganisationally to the working class through 
its trade unions. 

Members of trade unions therefore have 
every reason to exert influence through inter¬ 
nal Labour Party channels. They have not all 
been concreted over. Crucially, where affiliated 
to the Labour Party, they must demand that 
their representatives in the Labour Party fight 
the pro-boss, pro-war positions of Tony 
Blair’s government. There is no contradiction 
in doing that and campaigning for the democ- 
ratisation of the political funds. Trade unions 
should be free to give money to any working 
class organisation or candidate that supports 
the policy of the trade union. 

Worryingly, Bob Crow has been making 
positive noises about the RMT backing the 
Welsh nationalist Plaid Cymru. This is not the 
path socialists should take. 

The trade union representatives on the 
National Executive Committee of the Labour 
Party have not crowned themselves with glory 
during this war. Explicitly anti-war unions 


Bob Crow: worrying noises 


such as the RMT, represented by Mick Cash, 
have failed to make the running. 

At January’s meeting, Grassroots Alliance 
NEC members and Denis Skinner were not 
backed up by brother Cash in a vote on the 
war in Iraq. Instead a resolution backing the 
government in its pursuit of a second United 
Nations resolution was passed 22 votes to 
four. John Keggie of the Communication 
Workers Union was not even present at the 
March meeting where a motion on the war 
from Mark Seddon, editor of the Labour left 
Tribune was mled out of order. 

There has been no coordinated interven¬ 
tion from the unions to hit Blair from within 
the Labour Party. 

The link between the Labour Party and the 
unions should not be sacrificed needlessly. 
However tenuous the Labour Party still rep¬ 
resents a historic working class gain. Illu¬ 
sions in an openly imperialist leadership and 
a reformist vision of society have nothing to 
do with the goal of communists. But in the 


absence of a viable alternative disaffiliation 
is a blind alley. A path to the depoliticisation 
of the trade union movement. 

Trade union activists must simultaneously 
use the link to combat Blair and educate the 
rank and file though their direct involvement 
in deciding what policies to adhere to and 
how to achieve them. Through that mass 
process new, higher forms of organisation 
will in all probability emerge. Meanwhile 
communists and revolutionary socialists 
must learn to fight inside and outside the 
Labour Party. 

• Demand that union representatives in the 
Labour Party fight for union policies at all lev¬ 
els from the ward and constituency to the NEC. 

• Campaign to democratise the political funds. 

• No support for non-working class or nation¬ 
alist candidates. 

• Build the closest links between socialists 
inside the Labour Party and those outside the 
Labour Party • 

Martin Blum 


Lawyers launch civil 
liberties campaign 


L awyers Against the War held a meet¬ 
ing on Monday night to discuss the 
way forward. Over 30 left-wing barris¬ 
ters and solicitors attended to discuss how 
to combat the many attacks on civil liberties 
witnessed during the war. 

Setting up a civil liberties website was 
agreed. It will provide information on arrests 
and police harassment. The site can also 
publicise the illegal actions of the US and 
Britain in Iraq and the authoritarian measures 
being used by governments throughout the 
world against the anti-war movement. 

While there have not been many arrests 
on the large demonstrations, police have 
been very heavy handed in dealing with 
smaller protests. School students who took 
part in demonstrations outside parliament 
carried the bruises which show the nature 


of police tactics. 

Laws not used since the miners’ Great 
Strike of 1984-5 have been re-introduced in 
an attempt to undermine the movement’s 
ability to act. Police recently turned back 
coach-loads of protestors on their way to the 
RAF base at Fairford on the basis that they 
were on their way to commit a breach of the 
peace. Also demonstrators caught up in 
crowd control manoeuvres outside the 
American Embassy have been arrested for 
obstruction. 

With dozens of people being forced to turn 
up at magistrates’ courts every day there is 
a need for free representation and advice. 
Students who have been expelled or sus¬ 
pended also need legal support, as do the 
soldiers currently facing court-martials for re¬ 
fusing to kill civilians. A pro bono service 


has been set up to help people who need 
advice and help. 

It is important that our movement organ¬ 
ises its resources to fight these attacks. Le¬ 
gal observers will be used from now on to 
monitor the police and ensure there are wit¬ 
nesses to incidents. A card giving details of 
rights and contact numbers will be handed 
out to demonstrators. 

A steering committee was set up from the 
meeting. It was agreed to send a letter of pro¬ 
test against the war to the press and look for 
other avenues to intervene. There was a tre¬ 
mendous amount of enthusiasm for the new 
challenges that lie ahead. 

All those who are interested in involving 
themselves in this excellent initiative should 
e-mail Lawyersagainstthewar@lineone.net • 
Anne Me Shane 


H igh Peak Socialist Alliance in north-west England 
is to stand five candidates in the May local 
elections under the banner 'Socialist Alliance 
against the war’. There will be three candidates for the 
town council in New Mills. Christine Vie and Dave Turton 
are trade union activists, and Nick Janies is a well known 
local campaigner. There will be two candidates for the 
High Peak borough council, which covers all the towns 
and villages in the area: Dominic McGlynn, a local 
firefighter and union activist, and Paul Brook, a leading 
SWP activist. 

The election publicity will follow the 'welfare not 
warfare’ and 'people before profit’ themes: stop the 
war, stop privatisation, fully fund the NHS, defend 
council housing, stop attacks on asylum seekers, fight 
racism and tax the rich to fund public services. 

The campaign has made a start with a regular stall 
and leaf leting on the main shopping street in New Mills. 
There has also been some reasonable publicity in the 
local newspapers. Despite the short period to the 
election, the SWP leadership line is to focus on turning 
out numbers for the April 12 demonstration in London - 
leaving just over two weeks for the election campaign 
proper afterwards. A very brief period. 

This dogmatic separation between organising for the 
demo and arguing socialist and revolutionavy politics 
including the politics of opposing the war, rather than 
just facilitating maximum numbers, began to break 
down on the first day on the stall whenever discussions 
arose. It was logical to mention that the Socialist 
Alliance would be the only local party opposing the war. 
And only socialist ideas could counter arguments that 
pulling the troops out would give victory to Saddam 
Hussein and our soldiers would have died in vain, etc. 

The arguments to continue opposing the war are now 
far tougher, especially against the emotion of support 
for 'our boys’ and the fatalistic sentiment that we cannot 
stop the barbarism of the war now it is almost over. To 
focus one sidedly on mobilising numbers is not politi¬ 
cally effective at this stage. What ultimately counts is 
not simply the sheer mass of demonstrators, but the 
political character and direction of the anti-war move¬ 
ment. This is the political weakness of the local cam¬ 
paign. Its strength has been to mobilise 500 local 
people - both the Socialist Alliance and the Stop the War 
Coalition are led by the same comrades - but there has 
been little organised political debate and discussion. 

While canvassing, leafleting and a motor cavalcade 
have happened there is to be no political meeting where 
the candidates can speak and be questioned by electors 
or the rank and file membership. True, there was to 
have been an election rally with Rob Hoveman, Socialist 
Alliance national secretavy. However, this coincided with 
the outbreak of the war and a demo in the town centre. 
The local SWP comrades did not have the confidence 
that people on the demo would attend a political 
meeting after the end of the demo. So they cancelled. 

The organisational meetings have yet to have a 
political report on the war. Hence no formal political 
discussion has taken place about the nature of the war 
or about the strategy and tactics to be adopted. Meet¬ 
ings have been purely organisational. Certainly some of 
the comrades found themselves in a very good debate 
in the local pub. This was far more political than 
anything so far in the organisation meetings. 

We need a hustings for the candidates and we need 
to develop a culture of open debate and discussion to 
prepare the activists to effectively canvass and win the 
battle of ideas • 

David Green 


April 12 

national 

demonstration 

See page 3 for details 





weeny- 

worker 475 April 102003 


11 


Organise anti-war 
party youth wing 


O n Saturday’s demonstrations 
against the war - in London and 
Glasgow - young people will in all 
likelihood again play a leading role. 
School students in particular have been the 
most active section in the anti-war party. 

“Lazy truants” was the dismissive reaction 
of large sections of the bourgeois media and 
many politicians, when thousands of school 
students walked out on March 20, the day the 
war started. Far from being “apolitical” and 
“apathetic” - a common insult to youth less 
than six months ago - they produced a wide 
range of colourful banners, argued with their 
parents about the necessity to demonstrate 
and persuaded other students to join them. 
Quite often they literally had to ‘break out’ of 
school, as teachers guarded the exit doors. 
Dozens of students have been suspended for 
their actions, many for several months. 

Aware of this problem, Stop the War Coali¬ 
tion has called for the next student action to 
be organised “after the end of the school day”. 
On the evening of Thursday April 10, students 
are arranging ‘Parties for Peace’ all over the 
country. This is probably the correct thing to 
do tactically, although parties will undoubt¬ 
edly be less effective than the recent school 
strikes. Those actions generated so much 
inspiration and publicity, because they were 
happening, well, during the school day. 

But school strikes by themselves cannot 
stop the war. And school students cannot 
substitute for the only section of society 
which can bring about the decisive change 
necessary to put an end to not only this 
squalid war, but the capitalist system which 
by its very nature engenders wars. When the 



Parlies for peace 


working class finally moves in all its mass and 
might, then regime change goes from an ab¬ 
stract slogan and becomes a graspable real¬ 
ity. 

School students, however, can act as a ba¬ 
rometer of the social climate, as they did most 
famously in 1968 or-less well known-in 1911 
and in 1889, which saw the first nationwide 
school strikes. Thousands of school students 
walked out of their schools to demand “more 
time to play, less time at school”. They rebelled 
against the cmel regime that often character¬ 
ised schools at that time and they marched 
against corporal punishment. 


But most importantly, they often reflected 
the militancy of their working class parents. It 
is not surprising that the school strike of 1911 
first started in Llanelli in South Wales. Rail 
workers and dockers there were fighting mili- 
tantly for better working conditions. In Au¬ 
gust 1911,600 soldiers were sent into Llanelli 
to ‘keep the peace’. In the ensuing riot they 
killed many strikers. School students and 
young people experienced - often painfully 
close to home - the unbridled brutality of the 
so-called democratic system. 

Today’s school students will also have 
learned some valuable lessons about our so¬ 
ciety. The dismissive and often brutal re¬ 
sponses from police, school authorities and 
mass media will have hardened the political 
ideas of many young people. More than a few 
will have joined revolutionary organisations. 
Many more will have been influenced by left- 
wing papers and publications. 

It is important to generalise those lessons. 
Schools students can and must contribute to 
their own liberation. For that to happen they 
must build their own trade union-type organi¬ 
sations. In the late 1960s and early 1970s the 
Schools Action Union and the National Un¬ 
ion of School Students enjoyed a spectacu¬ 
lar, if brief, existence. 

We would also argue as a matter of urgency 
that young people establish their own national 
organisation in the anti-war party. What is 
needed is not some front for one of the sects, 
but an organisationally independent anti-war 
youth network - with its own unrestricted 
democratic debates, elected and recallable 
officers, paper and finances • 

Tina Becker 


REVIEW 


One brick from the house 

Peter Mullen (director) The Magdalen Sisters general release 


T his film by socialist actor/director Peter 
Mullen, The Magdalen sisters , is hard¬ 
hitting. Dealing with women’s imprison¬ 
ment in Ireland’s notorious Magdalen laun¬ 
dries, it is based on the documentary Love in 
a cold climate. 

It begins with the separate stories of three 
young women and how they came to be sent 
to the laundry. Margaret is raped by her 
cousin at a family wedding, and when she 
returns to the gathering there is a very pow¬ 
erful scene with no audible dialogue as the 
information of her rape is passed around. The 
reaction of her father is one of anger and the 
next day the priest drives her to the laundry, 
while her mother watches, powerless and 
silent. 

The second girl, Rose (renamed Patricia by 
the nuns on account of the fact they already 
have a Rose), has had a child outside of wed¬ 
lock. Her parents are embarrassed by the 
stigma this has created in the local commu¬ 
nity and the church. Rose is talked into giv¬ 
ing up the baby by the priest and is taken to 
the laundry by her father. 

Bernadette is an attractive girl in an orphan¬ 
age who is sent to the laundry by the head¬ 
mistress merely because she receives a lot of 
attention from the local boys. 

The three girls, along with many other 
women, are forced to work as slaves in the 
laundry mn by nuns who humiliate and abuse 
them both physically and psychologically. 
The girls are punished by beatings or having 
their heads shaved. They are forced to stand 
naked, while the nuns mock their bodies and 


the priest uses them to satisfy his sexual de¬ 
sires. 

One young woman in laundry, Crispina, is 
affected so badly by the abuse she is subjected 
to that she tries to kill herself. In her first sui¬ 
cide attempt she soaks her nightgown in cold 
water and sleeps in wet clothes in an attempt 
to catch the flu. She tries to kill herself through 
illness, as committing suicide would result in 
her eternal damnation. When Rose tells her 
that generally people do not die of the flu, she 
attempts to hang herself, but is saved by the 
other girls. 

Margaret sought to revenge the priest for 
his sexual exploits by putting nettles in with 
his washing, which resulted in his skin being 
so irritated that he strips off and runs away 
naked in public. Margaret’s plan backfired as 
Crispina, having had sex with the priest, is also 
affected. She holds up her skirt and shouts 
repeatedly, “You are no man of god”. Late that 
night she is woken up and taken away to a 
mental institution. 

The film is well made and evokes both sad¬ 
ness and anger, but is well balanced with a 
degree of humour. What shocks most people 
in the statement in the final sequence that the 
last laundry closed only in 1996. 

After the screening at Dundee College of 
Contemporary Arts Peter Mullen was present 
for a question and answer session. He talked 
about the severe financial constraints for is¬ 
sue-based cinema. Directors making such 
films on average live on less than £19,000 a 
year despite the new found market. 

One of the main criticisms the film has re¬ 


ceived is that survivors of the laundries say 
their experience was far worse than depicted 
in the film. Mullen responded by quoting 
Brecht, saying: “This was the brick to show 
people what the house was like.” 

Mullen talked about the reaction of the 
catholic church. The Vatican had condemned 
the film publicly, which led to journalists tak¬ 
ing more of an interest and investigating fur¬ 
ther allegations of abuse, which in turn caused 
more embarrassment. As a result of this the 
catholic church in Ireland kept quiet about the 
film 

There had, though, been some positive 
comments about the film from individuals in 
the church. One repentant nun said that such 
atrocities had arisen from the “complete ab¬ 
sence of doubt” that those afflicting them felt 
about their calling. Many nuns had them¬ 
selves suffered abuse and took the attitude, 
‘We’ve gone through it and we’re nuns. Why 
shouldn’t people who are no more than sin¬ 
ners go through it too?’ 

Peter Mullen remarked that young homo¬ 
sexual men are often driven into the priesthood 
to suppress their sexual desires which I am 
sure is true. However, he then went on to say 
that the conditions these men endure distort 
their sexuality and can lead to paedophilia. 
This is nonsense and we must clearly chal¬ 
lenge the idea that there is a link between 
homosexuality and paedophilia. Paedophilia 
stems generally from a cycle of abuse and a 
warped sense of sexuality affecting 
heterosexuals and homosexuals alike • 

Sarah McDonald 


What we 
fight for 

Our central aim is the organisation of communists, revolu¬ 
tionary socialists, anti-capitalists, anti-war activists and all 
politically advanced workers into a Communist Party. With¬ 
out organisation the working class is nothing; with the high¬ 
est form of organisation it is everything. 

The Provisional Central Committee organises members 
of the Communists Party, but there exists no real Commu¬ 
nist Party today. There are many so-called 'parties’ on the 
left. In reality they are confessional sects. Members who 
disagree with the prescribed line’ are expected to gag them¬ 
selves in public. Either that or face expulsion. 

Communists operate according to the principles of demo¬ 
cratic centralism. Through ongoing debate we seek to 
achieve unity in action and a common world outlook. As 
long as they support agreed actions, members have the 
right to speak openly and form temporary or permanent 
factions. 

Communists are fully committed to building the anti-war 
movement but constantly strive to bring to the fore the 
fundamental question - ending war is bound up with ending 
capitalism. 

Communists are internationalists. Everywhere we strive 
for the closest unity and agreement of anti-war, working 
class and democratic parties of all countries. We oppose 
every manifestation of sectionalism. It is an internationalist 
duty to uphold the principle, 'One state, one party’. To the 
extent that the European Union becomes a state then that 
necessitates EU-wide trade unions and a Communist Party 
oftheEU. 

■The working class must be organised globally. Without a 
global Communist Party, a Communist International, the 
struggle against capital is weakened and lacks coordina¬ 
tion. 

■ Communists have no interest apart from the working 
class as a whole. They differ only in recognising the import 
tance of Marxism as a guide to practice. That theory is no 
dogma, but must be constantly added to and enriched. 

Capitalism in its ceaseless search for profit puts the fu¬ 
ture of humanity at risk. Capitalism is synonymous with war, 
pollution, exploitation and crisis. As a global system capi¬ 
talism can only be superseded globally. All forms of na¬ 
tionalist socialism are reactionary and anti-working class. 
■The capitalist class will never willingly allow their wealth 
and power to be taken away by a parliamentary vote. They 
will resist using every means at their disposal. Communists 
favour using parliament and winning the biggest possible 
working class representation. But workers must be read¬ 
ied to make revolution - peacefully if we can, forcibly if we 
must 

■ Communists fight for extreme democracy in all spheres 
of society. Democracy must be given a social content. 

We will use the most militant methods objective circum¬ 
stances allow to achieve a federal republic of England, 
Scotland and Wales, a united, federal Ireland and a United 
States of Europe. 

■ Communists favour industrial unions. Bureaucracy and 
class compromise must be fought and the trade unions 
transformed into schools for communism. 

Communists are champions of the oppressed. Women’s 
oppression, combating racism and chauvinism, and the strug¬ 
gle for peace and ecological sustainability are just as much 
working class questions as pay, trade union rights and de¬ 
mands for high-quality health, housing and education. 

Socialism represents victovy in the battle for democracy. 
It is the rule of the working class. Socialism is either demo¬ 
cratic or, as with Stalin’s Soviet Union, it turns into its oppo¬ 
site. 

Socialism is the first stage of the worldwide transition to 
communism - a system which knows neither wars, exploita¬ 
tion, money, classes, states nor nations. Communism is gen¬ 
eral freedom and the real beginning of human histovy. 

■ All who accept these principles are urged to join the 
Communist Party. 
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Left unity 
not failed 
sectarianism 


Next in US sights? 

Iran might be the next country due for a ‘pre-emptive’ regime change. Mehdi Kia of the Organisation of 
Revolutionary Workers of Iran discusses the fragmented state of the opposition and poses a solution 


I ran’s clerical regime is being 
squeezed between the devil and the 
deep blue sea. On the one hand the 
Great Satan has listed it at the top of 
the “axis of evil” and the countdown for 
regime change has already started in 
Washington. On the other hand the to¬ 
tal failure of the reformist movement at 
home leaves the regime without a fig leaf 
and faces it with a sea of people who 
detest its every aspect. 

No wonder, then, that the regime is 
treading gingerly after Anglo-America 
forces invaded Iraq. It made some noises 
but also allowed overflight by US aircraft 
on their way to bomb Iraq. Almost 10 
days into the war it decided it was pru¬ 
dent to organise a demonstration. But im¬ 
mediately Khatami, the president, 
expressed his sadness at US and UK 
deaths. When two US missiles hit 
Abadan oil refinery “by mistake” it was 
all but glossed over. The ultra-conserva¬ 
tives have come out with the necessary 
anti-American rhetoric but, as Jack Straw 
assured us, both sides are in close touch. 

And scared of the devil they might well 
be. Even as Iraq was being pulverised, 
both the ‘hawk’ Donald Rumsfeld and 
the ‘dove’ Colin Powell warned Iran that 
it is next on the list. There was no ambi¬ 
guity there. The ‘good’ and the ‘bad’ 
torturers had come together. 

A bare 10% of the voters bothered to 
turn out in the major urban centres for 
the municipal elections in February. Con¬ 
trast that with the 70% turnout and the 
landslide victory of the reformists only 
two years ago. This miserable perform¬ 
ance is a graphic demonstration of the 
total failure of the reformist movement 
within the regime to steer the people to¬ 
wards accepting a religious government 
with a human face. The entire regime is 
under threat from below and this has 
caused the reformist movement to expe¬ 
rience seismic shocks. Some of its fac¬ 
tional groupings have begun to look 
outside the regime for allies, a process 
that was started one or two years ago but 
has now accelerated. Others are closing 
ranks with the ultra-conservatives. 

Manifestos galore 

The opposition has also been in a flurry. 
There have been numerous plans and 
manifestos for forming alliances - 22 at 
the last count. There are two broad op¬ 
positional categories (for a more detailed 
discussion of them see interview with 
Ardeshir Mehrdad - www.Iran- 
bulletin.org). The first camp says let us 
all unite now to overthrow the regime and 
we can let the Iranian people decide later 
the exact shape of what is to follow the 
theocracy. The groups in this camp are 
spearheaded by the monarchists. They 
are using the same tactic as Khomeini did 
- all together now - and will surely have 
the same disastrous results. More inter¬ 
estingly, the monarchists will put the 
question of restoring the monarchy to a 
referendum. So the people will have one 
go at voting and then, as in Khomeini’s 
days, pass on sovereignty to Mr Reza 
Pahlavi in perpetuity. 



Khatami: treacling gingerly 


The second opposition camp are the 
republicans - a wide spectrum - who es¬ 
sentially want to define the successor 
regime as a parliamentary democracy. 
Their platform is a mirror image of the 
Islamic Republic. Secularism, representa¬ 
tive bodies, and inviolability of the na¬ 
tional borders. It thus starts from the 
Islamic regime, turning its policies into its 
negative, and ends right there. They talk 
about freedom, but there is no mention 
of the right of Iran’s nations to self deter¬ 
mination. They talk about human rights, 
but there is no addressing the deeper 
causes of lack of freedom. But most im¬ 
portantly the whole issue of the greatest 
unfreedom - poverty, homelessness, 
unemployment, etc - is totally jumped 
over. 

It is clear that many of these manifes¬ 
tos and programmes have one eye to¬ 
wards Washington. They too know that 
the US is here to stay in a big way and 
want to be in its good books. This is best 
shown by the fact that many have not 
even penned a lukewarm protest at the 
US invasion of Iraq. 

No one can doubt that a parliamentary 
democracy would be better than clerical 
authoritarianism. But in a world where the 
nation-state has been redefined, where 
parliamentary democracies have one of 


two choices - become the agents of glo¬ 
bal capital and its various international 
institutions, or they pack up and go 
home - to have a parliamentary democ¬ 
racy as the ultimate goal is either soph¬ 
istry or pure charlatanism. Any such 
government will be, or rapidly become, 
an agent of global capital, vying with 
other states to put the national “silver” 


on sale in the international market place. 

Participatory democracy 

The only viable alternative, no matter 
how apparently ‘impractical’ in the 
present climate, is a genuine participa¬ 
tory democracy. And only the left can 
lead this. Unfortunately the left in Iran 
remains fragmented and dispersed. 


There are however enough forces there 
to potentially be able to create an alliance 
around the project for a genuinely par¬ 
ticipatory democracy - a democracy 
where the people directly control their 
own destiny. 

The ingredients for this already exist. 
In the stmggles of the working class for 
self organisation. In the hundreds and in¬ 
deed thousands of groups, circles, NGO’s 
etc. In campaigns for the homeless, the 
mnaway girls, prostitutes, addicts. In the 
neighbourhood organisations. In the 
minority nationalities. In women’s 
groups, student organisations, associa¬ 
tions of writers, lawyers, teachers, and 
journalists. In the stmggles of religious 
minorities and countless others. What is 
needed is political involvement in the 
form of a force to link and direct these 
streams into a single torrent. 

This can only be done by the left - and, 
therefore, that left which believes in par¬ 
ticipatory democracy, which has bidden 
goodbye to its deep seated sectarianism, 
which no longer subscribes to Stalinist 
elitism, must gather together. A suitable 
vehicle is a social fomm within the frame¬ 
work of struggling for a participatory 
democracy and rejecting capitalism and 
all capitalistic solutions. This is some¬ 
thing we have called for openly. We hope 
that such a forum may also allow the 
project of left unity, which has stalled 
somewhat, to develop and grow along¬ 
side. 

We also believe that a larger fomm en¬ 
compassing all those who believe in rep¬ 
resentative democracy, pluralism and 
republicanism and are against imperial¬ 
ism and neo-liberalism can also take 
shape to counter the various alternatives 
on offer. Clearly such a fomm will exclude 
those who may use sweet words, but 
whose current or past practice puts a lie 
on their claim to be bom again democrats. 
This would include the Peoples Mujahe¬ 
din of Iran, the various groups espous¬ 
ing virulent Fars-chauvinism, paternalist 
anti-women groups, and even some who 
profess to communism but by their to¬ 
tally sectarian practice have shown that 
they are at present anything but that • 
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